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Our Platform 


A revised system of transportation regulation based 
on modern competitive conditions, instead of patchwork 
amendment of the old law to make it apply to new trans- 
port agencies; less, instead of more, government control. 

Private ownership and operation of all transport. 
Take the government out of the ocean and inland water- 
way transportation business. 

Keep politics out of rate-making. 

A scientific determination by competent and unbiased 
investigation as to whether commercial motor vehicles are 
paying their fair share of the cost of highways used by 
them in their business, and a uniform application of the 
principles thus arrived at. 

Proper payment by inland waterway transport for the 
use of the waterways as a place of doing business. 

Equalization of regulation and treatment of the vari- 
ous agencies of transport and jurisdiction over all of them 
by the same body or coordinated bodies. 

Realization by railroads that they must do something 
by way of operating economies to help themselves in their 
depressed condition, and cooperation by shippers in such 
economies. 

An Interstate Commerce Commission composed of 
men, not only of good character and general ability, but 
with some special training in and knowledge of the mat- 
ters with which they have to deal. 

Non-discriminatory and reasonable rates for shippers, 
but a rate level high enough to give the transport agencies 
the adequate revenue prescribed by sound public policy. 

A traffic department, in charge of a capable traffic 
man, for every business concern doing any considerable 
amount of shipping, and a realization by industrial traffic 
men that they must equip themselves to give the sort of 
service that will justify employing them. 





U. S. BARGE LINE EXPANSION 


HE “demonstration” activities of the Inland Water- 

ways Corporation, the government barge line 
agency, once confined to the lower Mississippi and the 
Warrior rivers, have been extended to the upper Mis- 
sissippi River, the Missouri River, and the Illinois Wa- 
terway, and now it is proposed further to extend them 
to the Savannah River in Georgia—a waterway not a 
part of the Mississippi River system. 

Of course, it long ago became evident that, though 
there was a good deal of talk about “demonstrating” 
through this agency whether or not private capital 
could make money by running barges on navigable in- 
land waterways, it would take an unusually efficient 
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set of burglar tools to pry these operations away from 
government ownership. These government barge line 
operations, which had their inception in the days of 
the World War and which were reinforced by the crea- 
tion of the Inland Waterways Corporation in 1924, are 
not a “demonstration’”—they are permanent govern- 
ment ownership and operation of water transport fa- 
cilities. 

This being the case—as it is to those who face the 
facts—where were the opponents of government own- 
ership and operation of transportation facilities when 
a subcommittee of the House committee on interstate 
and foreign commerce held a hearing (reported else- 
where in this issue) on the bill of Representative 
Brown, of Georgia, authorizing the Secretary of War 
to extend the services and operations of the Inland 
Waterways Corporation to the Savannah River? Where 
were the railroads whose spokesmen have cried out 
against unfair competition through use of government 
capital? Here was an opportunity to make a fight 
against further expansion of government ownership 
and operation. Yet none appeared in opposition to the 
bill and railroads in the territory affected were repre- 
sented by the witnesses as not opposed to it. 

If the barge line is permitted to extend its opera- 
tions to the Savannah River, we see no reason why it 
will not and should not be permitted to extend them 
to any other navigable waterway. If the Brown bill 
becomes law, it will, no doubt, be followed by enact- 
ment of other measures to put barge lines on other 
rivers of the country. The government barge lines face 
another era of expansion. 

In 1933, the Chamber of Commerce of the United 
States held a referendum among its members on com- 
peting forms of transportation. One of the propositions 
submitted to the membership was: “Government oper- 
ation of commercial water transportation should be 
discontinued.” The vote was 1,804 for and 166 against 
discontinuance. The Augusta (Ga.) Chamber of Com- 
merce, one of the proponents of the Brown bill, how- 
ever, did not vote. It is interesting to note that, in the 
referendum, the chambers of commerce and commer- 
cial organizations of Georgia participating in it voted 
for discontinuance of government operation of com- 
mercial water transportation with the exception of the 
Columbus (Ga.) Chamber of Commerce and the Elber- 
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ton (Ga.) Chamber of Commerce, which opposed dis- 
continuance. The organizations in Albany, Americus, 
Atlanta, Brunswick, Cairo, Griffin, Jefferson, Macon, 
Rome, Tifton, and Valdosta, Ga., were recorded as fa- 
voring discontinuance. 

At a cost of $2,000,000 to the federal government, 
a lock and dam have been built in the Savannah River 
to provide the necessary channel for barge operations. 
Why does not private capital establish a line on this 
waterway? The government is asked to provide the 
waterway at public cost and also to provide the barges. 
We are reminded of what President Coolidge said in 
his message to Congress, December 6, 1927: 


It has never been contemplated that, if inland rivers were 
opened to navigation, it would then be necessary for the federal 
government to provide the navigation. Such a request is very 
nearly the equivalent of a declaration that their navigation is 
not profitable, that the commodities which they are to carry can 
be taken at a cheaper rate by some other method, in which 
case the hundreds of millions of dollars proposed to be expended 
for opening rivers to navigation would be not only wasted but 
would entail further constant expenditures to carry the com- 
modities of private persons for less than cost. 

The policy is well established that the government should 
open public highways on land and on water, but for the use of 
the public in their private capacity. It has put on some 
demonstration barge lines but always with the expectation that, 
if they prove profitable, they would pass into private hands and, 
if they do not prove profitable, they will be withdrawn. The 
problems of transportation over inland waterways should be 
taken up by private enterprise so that the public will have 
the advantage of competition in service. 

These sound remarks were made a decade ago. 
The government barge line operations since then have 
been expanded rather than curtailed. It is now pro- 
posed to expand them further. A fundamental princi- 
ple is involved here, but maybe fundamental principles 
don’t count any more. Business men say they are op- 
posed to government in business. But when the govern- 
ment engages in a business by which some business 
men may benefit they not only do not protest but ap- 
pear in support of the project. It is not too late to 
block further expansion of the government barge line 
activities. The bill to place government barges on the 
Savannah River is now in the early legislative stage. 
If the bill passes, it is clear that these barge operations 


will be extended to other rivers. 


WHAT IS INTERSTATE COMMERCE? 


E are usually able to understand, even if we may 

not agree with, what the other fellow is driving 
at and what his line of reasoning is. We can under- 
stand, for instance, why some people think it wise for 
the government to take control over labor disputes, 
as it does under the Wagner labor relations act, which 
was held constitutional this week by the U. S. Supreme 
Court. We can even understand how it might be at- 
tempted to amend the commerce clause of the Con- 
stitution or some other part of it in order to give the 
government this jurisdiction; but we are utterly unable 
to understand the holding of the Supreme Court under 
which the government takes jurisdiction under the 
commerce clause as it now stands. 


The Traffic World 
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Every person of high school age has a pretty cop. 
rect idea of what interstate commerce is; the term de. 
fines itself. Any interpretation of it to make it meay 
something it does not mean—to include under inter. 
state commerce the process of production because some 
day the article produced may move in interstate com. 
merce—seems to us ridiculous, Supreme Court or no 
Supreme Court. Doubtless one with “the legal mind. 
if so disposed—as a majority of the Supreme Cour 
justices seem to be—could find justification for tha 
erratic view; we are thankful we have it not. We be 
lieve in saying plainly what we mean and we think the 
world would be better and a good deal easier to under. 
stand and to deal with if everybody else would do the 
same. 


RAILROAD EXPENDITURES 


Class I railroads of the United States in 1936 expended in 
excess of one billion dollars for capital improvements to roll. 
ing stock, roadway and structures, and for fuel, materials and 
supplies used in connection with operation, according to a 
review of railway operations issued by the Bureau of Railway 
Economics of the Association of American Railroads. This 
review is based on complete reports for the year 1936 received 
from the individual roads by the Bureau of Railway Economics, 

Capital expenditures in 1936 for locomotives, freight and 
passenger cars, and also roadway and _ structures totaled 
$298,991,000, an increase of $110,689,000 above such expendi- 
tures in 1935, and the greatest amount for any year since 1931. 
For equipment alone, gross capital expenditures in 193% 
amounted to $159,104,000 compared with $79,335,000 in 1935. 
Capital expenditures for roadway and structures made by 
the Class I railroads in the past calendar year totaled $139- 
887,000 compared with $108,967,000 in 1935. The carry-over 
into 1937 of unexpended authorization for capital expenditures 
amounted to $187,693,000. 


Purchases of fuel, materials and supplies of all kinds 
totaled $803,421,000 in 1936, an increase of $210,396,000 com- 
pared with 1935, and the greatest amount expended for such 
purposes in any year since 1930. 


The Class I railroads in 1936 expended $1,238,000,000 for 
maintenance of equipment and right-of-way. This was an in- 
crease of $162,000,000 above such expenditures made in 1935. 
For maintenance of equipment, a total of $783,000,000 was spent 
in the past calendar year compared with $682,000,000 in 1935, 
and for maintenance of way, the expenditures in 1936 of the 
Class I railroad amounted to $455,000,000 compared with 
$394,000,000 in the preceding year. 


The average number of employes on the payrolls of the 
Class I railroads in 1936 was 1,065,970, an increase of 71,600 
compared with that for 1935, and the payroll was increased 
by $205,000,000. 

“The railways in 1936,” according to the review, “made a 
definite contribution to economic recovery. The larger expendi- 
tures of the railway industry in that year meant more money 
put into circulation, more men employed, and more ordets 
for factories and mills. To place any brake upon this move- 
ment in the near future, by means of burdensome legislation or 
otherwise, would mean a definite backward step on the path- 
way to normal business levels.” 


RAILROAD EMPLOYMENT FIGURES 


Class I railroads the middle of March had 1,101,703 em- 
ployes, an increase of 7.9 per cent compared with March last 
year, according to compilations made from carrier reports by 
the Bureau of Statistics of the Commission. The figures are 
exclusive of switching and terminal companies. By groups of 
employes employment in March was as follows: Executives, offi- 
cials and staff assistants, 12,257, 2.63 per cent above last 
March; professional, clerical and general, 174,596, 6.23 per 
cent above last March; maintenance of way and _ structures, 
208,386, 9.32 per cent above last March; transportation (other 
than train, engine and yard), 133,339, 7.03 per cent above last 
March; transportation (yardmasters, switchtenders and _host- 
lers,) 13,496, 6.56 per cent above last March; and transportation 
(train and engine service), 239,755, 7.2 per cent above last 
March. 
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Current Topics in 
Washington 





All things in Washington this 
week seemed to revolve around the 
Supreme Court’s declaration that 
the Wagner labor relations act is 
not invalid. Some saw that fact 
as a coronation of organized labor, 
with a crown on its head and orb and scepter in its hands. All 
except John L. Lewis. He is still bitterly critical of the court— 
suggests it’s a weather vane with no one able to say how it will 
turn next; that it quibbles and no one can tell what the law is. 

Another part of Washington sees Lewis and Roosevelt, 
arrayed in purple, joint kings or emperors, entitled to use the 
imperial and editorial ‘“‘we’—for the time being, at least. 

Times will never be again as they were before, was a 
favorite saying in this country, now known not to have been 
accurate, immediately after the world war. That was fewer 
than twenty years ago. It is not to be denied that it is less 
than twenty-five years ago that labor unions and their members 
were made a privilged class, freed from the restrictions of the 
anti-trust laws, state and federal, as restraints of trade. La- 
borers and farmers are the only classes, easily recalled, freed 
from such statutes, on the theory that labor is not a commodity, 
though it may be sold and bargained for. 

Lewis is a good enough law student to know that only the 
precise questions brought before the lowest courts can be passed 
on by them and the appellate courts. When other facts and 
issues in a dispute are later laid before them, such later cases 
are “differentiated” from earlier ones, Geemed by some as highly 
persuasive if not absolutely controlling precedents. Hence, it 
might be suggested Lewis’s perturbation. Men with dictatorial 
dispositions have such views as to the supposed transitoriness 
of legal opinions. They think the law is what they think it 
should be. They blandly ignore, for their purposes, differences 
as wide as barn doors. They seem so constituted as to think 
they can never be wrong in their opinions. 


Washington Sees Or- 
ganized Labor Now 
Anointed and Enthroned 





It may be trite to say that 
Monday, April 12, was and will 
continue to be an important day 
in the history of America, if not of 
the world. That is the day the 
Supreme Court of the United 
States, by a division of five to four, said the Wagner labor 
relations act was not invalid, as alleged in five cases before it, 
then disposed of on the facts as presented to the court. 

The words, “on the facts presented to the court,” are to be 
remembered. They are controlling. The court is limited by its 
rules to deciding disputes of substance between or among par- 
ties, to the facts presented by them. If the tribunal finds a 
record on with a regulating body’s findings are based sufficient 
to support them, it is bound by those facts. It cannot, in such 
a situation, go outside the record. 


Three so-called manufacturing cases, Jones and Laughlin 
Steel Corporation, Fruehauf Trailers, and the “pants” case, in 
the eyes of the Roosevelt administration are deemed worth 
remembering. The commerce clause of the Constitution, one of 
the grants of power made in the first article of the Constitution, 
fifteen or sixteen words, has long been recognized as a most 
important part of the Constitution. It authorizes Congress to 
regulate commerce among the several states. Whether a thing 
alleged to the commerce among the states, as a matter of fact 
is such commerce or directly affects it, is a fact to be de- 
termined in the first instance by any agency created by Con- 
gress to carry out its power to regulate commerce. 


Congress, believing that strikes growing out of disputes 
about hours, wages, and working conditions caused obstructions 
to commerce, ordained that they should be removed. It set up 
standards of labor practices, required collective bargaining for 
the settlement of disputes between the employer and labor by 
representatives of workers freely chosen by a majority of the 
workers ‘without coercion from the employer, so-called com- 
pany unions, or any other source, and forbade unfair labor 
practices, Having so set up a standard, it created the National 

bor Relations Board to ascertain the facts, and, by orders, 
to enforce the standards so set up, by rulings and orders. The 


Short Commerce Clause 
of Constitution 
Almost Omnipotent 
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board made orders to be obeyed by Jones and Laughlin and 
others. They were ignored. 

That is what Congress did when it decided to regulate com- 
merce among the states by railroads and other, but not all, 
transport agencies. It created the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission to find the facts and apply the standards. That scheme 
has worked for more than fifty years. It has constantly 
developed. 

When the Jones and Laughlin workers complained that their 
employer was violating the Wagner labor relations act, that 
company did not contest the allegations of fact. It contented it- 
self with the idea that it was engaged almost exclusively with 
production, though it drew raw materials from many states, 
sent the products to its warehouses in other states from its 
production plants in Pennsylvania, and, to that extent, at least, 
engaged in commerce among the states. 

The company made no challenge of the facts alleged and 
the labor board made its findings and orders in accordance with 
the evidence presented by the complaining laborers. Since the 
facts were uncontested, the court looked at the record and 
came to the conclusion, five justices agreeing and four disagree- 
ing, that the record would support the findings and the orders. 
Practitioners before the Commission will have no trouble in 
finding a parallel between that procedure and cases in which 
the validity, in scope and substance, of reports and orders of the 
Commission is challenged. 

Though there is such a similiarity, it is believed that there 
is not a thing in any of the cases that will require the Commis- 
sion, in any way, to change its views as to its powers and 
duties. 

None of those in Washington directly interested seems 
satified with what the court did. Opponents of the President’s 
plan to “reform” the judiciary thought, on first impression, that 
the decisions cut the ground from under the President. But 
advocates of his plan soon made it plain that they would con- 
tinue the fight. President Roosevelt, at his press conference 
the day after the court spoke, was not ready to make public 
any ideas he might have. 

One New Deal point made against the court was that no 
one could tell whether, by reason of these decisions, the court, 
in the future, would hold not invalid a child labor, revised NRA, 
or AAA statute. Any one who has ever read anything about the 
court knows that it never decides questions except on the facts 
laid before it, though it is keen to prevent collusion for its de- 
ception as to the facts. It looks only at the record showing 
substantial disputes between citizens or between citizens and 
their government as to the meaning of statutes and constitu- 
tional provisions. 

It is equally keen to see to it that when anything is done, 
it is done in the way appointed either by the Constitution or 
the statutes thereunder. NRA was overturned chiefly because 
Congress, in that statute, delegated or sought to delegate to 
President Roosevelt the power the people in the Constitution 
had given it, to be exercised in his discretion. Delegated power 
cannot be delegated. There is no “let George do it’ power 
conferred on Congress or the President. Nor is there power in 
the federal government to do the things reserved by the people 
to themselves, or to the several states. 


Were there always agreement on facts and the scope of 
power, there would be no five to four decisions by the court 
nor such a lot of jittery talk as there has been in Washington 
this week. The commerce clause has probably had as much, 
written about it as any other part of the Constitution, if not 
more. That, it might be suggested, shows that the most intel- 
lectually, honest, people can draw different meanings from the 
same language. The language of the commerce clause is 
certainly simple. 

Though the New Deal does not generally admit it, the 
decisions appear to put its cause forward. But, it may be 
suggested, if the New Deal had been as careful in drawing the 
NRA statute as was Senator Wagner in drawing the Wagner 
labor relations act, that and other legislation might not have 
stricken down. Then there would have been no talk of horse 
and buggy days or a twilight zone about minimum wages. 

A popular error, seemingly even in high administration 
circles, is that the court is reactionary because it fails to 
recognize the desirability of liberal legislation. The fact is 
that the court never had and has not now the power or the 
duty of passing on the wisdom or lack of wisdom of statutes. 
Policy matters are for the determination of Congress on the 
recommendation of the President, if he cares to make any. The 
court cannot say that the end ever justifies the means. But it 
must ever be insistent that the servants of the people keep 
within the four corners of the orders they have had issued to 
them in the form of the Constitution. When they do that, it is 
believed, there can be legislation enough to satisfy human 
needs. Another thing is that the court never takes up a matter 
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unless some one says he is being hurt by an act of Congress. 
That is why, twenty years elapsed between the passage of the 
act of Congress under which the Dred Scott case arose and 
its invalidation by the Supreme Court. 

An optimist away ahead of his 
time, it might be suggested, is Rep- 
resentative Hoffman, Republican, of 
Michigan. He has introduced a bill, 
H. R. 6148, presumably because he 
thinks it may be passed, which has 
been referred to the committee on labor, “to provide for the 
registration of labor organizations.” It is to apply, if ever 
enacted, to such unions “having members engaged in interstate 
or foreign commerce and to impose duties upon such labor 
organizations and the members thereof and to impose liability 
for unlawful acts upon such organizations and the members 
thereof.” 

The bill says only such organizations as have registered 
with the Secretary of Labor, voluntarily, the price to be paid, 
may solicit members. In that registration, among other things, 
is to be an agreement by the union to comply with the provisions 
of this title and any rule or regulation made thereunder, to 
have its accounts audited, showing sources of income and how 
and to whom disbursed, its officers, organization etc. 

Sit-down strikes, or for union officers or representatives 
to incite others directly or indirectly to engage in such a strike, 
are declared unlawful. Provision is also made for labor unions 
to sue or be sued in their registered names. That is something 
labor unions have generally resisted. They want to act as 
individuals, not as bodies corporate with the benefits of both, 
but no responsibilities. The bill also proposes that acts of 
officers shall be deemed to be the acts of the unions and civil 
suits for the recovery or money damages, with execution, may 
be levied. 

Provision is also made for revocation of registrations by 
the Secretary of Labor for failure to live up to the statute. 
In addition, the bill provides a maximum fine of $5,000 for 
each offense, or imprisonment for not more than a year, or 
both.—A. E. H. 


REVENUE FREIGHT LOADING 


Revenue freight loading the week ended April 10 totaled 
716,044 cars—a decrease of 10,643, or 1.5 per cent, below the 
preceding week. It was an increase of 94,201, or 15.1 per 
cent, above the corresponding week in 1936 and an increase 
of 129,476, or 22.1 per cent, above the corresponding week 
in 1935. Miscellaneous loading totaled 321,197; merchandise, 
less than carload, 173,385; coal, 116,085; grain and products, 
29,645; live stock, 11,589; forest products, 35,953; ore, 17,448; 
coke, 10,742. 

Railroads the week ended April 3 loaded 726,687 cars of 
revenue freight (see Traffic World, April 10), according to 
the Association of American Railroads. All districts reported 
increases, compared with the corresponding weeks in 1936 and 
1935. Loading of revenue freight in 1937 compared with the 
two previous years follows: 


Legislative Proposal 
to Make Labor 
Organizations Liable 





1937 1936 1935 
A 3,316,886 2,974,553 2,766,107 
4 weeks in February ............... 2,778,255 2,512,137 2,330,492 
So 8 OS rer 3,003,498 2,415,147 2,408,319 
ES ee ee 726,687 613,581 545,456 
CE Swati suhunsck ob kdaxpolaw anne 9,825,326 8,515,418 8,050,374 


Revenue freight loading by districts the week ended April 
3 and for the corresponding period last year was reported as 
follows: 
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Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 6,522 and 5,740; liye 
stock, 1,146 and 1,103; coal, 27,400 and 19,330; coke, 2,512 and 1,534; 
forest products, 1,799 and 1,197; ore, 1,741 and 1,257; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 45,521 and 42,020; miscellaneous, 79,803 and 67,875; total, 1937, 
166,444; 1936, 140,056; 1935, 129,943. 

Allegheny district: Grain and grain products, 3,618 and 3,236: 
live stock, 749 and 686; coal, 29,847 and 25,752; coke, 5,104 and 2,875; 
forest products, 1,439 and 1,129; ore, 3,072 and 1,937; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 31,735 and 29,041; miscellaneous, 78,390 and 58,168; total, 
1937, 153,954; 1936, 122,824; 1935, 106,439. 

Pocahontas district: Grain and grain products, 303 and 301; live 
stock, 72 and 45; coal, 25,639 and 25,350; coke, 533 and 471; forest 
products, 1,068 and 617; ore, 287 and 211; merchandise, L. C. L, 
5,919 and 5,554; miscellaneous, 9,668 and 7,815; total, 1937, 43,489; 
1936, 40,364; 1935, 29,927. 

Southern district: Grain and grain products, 2,422 and 2,399; 
live stock, 719 and 811; coal, 17,086 and 13,032; coke, 692 and 309; 
forest products, 12,251 and 8,702; ore, 985 and 486; merchandise, L, 
C. L., 30,066 and 28,928; miscellaneous, 52,023 and 41,462; total, 1937, 
116,244; 1936, 96,129; 1935, 84,964. 

Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 7,186 and 8,291: 
live stock, 1,920 and 2,657; coal, 4,754 and 4,367; coke, 1,750 and 1,123; 
forest products, 10,301 and 7,473; ore, 1,090 and 229; merchandise, L, 
C. L., 20,962 and 19,738; miscellaneous, 32,474 and 27,717; total, 1937, 
80,437; 1936, 71,595; 1935, 67,201. 

Central Western district: Grain and grain products, 8,178 and 
6,615; live stock, 5,022 and 4,960; coal, 10,177 and 8,423; coke, 17 
and 131; forest products, 6,541 and 4,959; ore, 5,193 and 1,502; mer 
chandise, L. C. L., 26,830 and 24,556; miscellaneous, 45,484 and 38,870; 
total, 1937, 107,596; 1936, 90,016; 1935, 82,223. 

Southwestern district: Grain and grain products, 4,042 and 3,337; 
live stock, 1,178 and 1,295; coal, 3,414 and 2,723; coke, 98 and 98; 
forest products, 5,210 and 4,513; ore, 512 and 328; merchandise, L, 
Cc. L., 13,037 and 12,548; miscellaneous, 31,032 and 27,755; total, 1937, 
58,523; 1936, 52,597; 1935, 44,759. 


SOUTHERN PACIFIC STRIKE VOTE 


Commenting on a strike vote being taken by the Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen and the Brother- 
hood of Railway Trainmen on the Southern Pacific, A. D, 
McDonald, president of the railroad, said he did not expect a 
strike. He pointed out that there was no real dispute between 
the railroad and the organizations but that the difficulty had 
grown out of jurisdictional disagreements between the two 
voting organizations on the one hand and the Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Engineers and the Order of Railway Conductors 
on the other. 

“The management will accept any reasonable plan for han- 
dling the matters involved that may be satisfactory to the or- 
ganizations,” he said. He pointed out that the questions at 
issue were pending before the mediation board and that a 
strike at the present time would be in violation of the railway 
labor act. Other provisions of that law, empowering the Presi- 
dent to investigate and recommend disposition when interrup- 
tion of interstate commerce is threatened, he added, made in- 
terruption of service further unlikely. 


On certification of the National Mediation Board that a 
dispute between the Southern Pacific and the Northwestern 
Pacific and their “big four” brotherhood employes threatened 
substantially to interrupt interstate commerce, President 
Roosevelt April 14 appointed an emergency board under the 
provisions of the railway labor act to investigate and report 
on the dispute in thirty days. The board is composed of Dr. 
Dexter Keezer, president of Reed College, Portland, Ore; 
Charles Kerr, attorney of Washington, D. C., and G. Stanleigh 
Arnold, attorney of San Francisco, Calif. Approximately forty 
questions are in issue between the managements and the em- 
ployes. A strike vote had been taken. Under the act each 
side must maintain the status quo for a period of sixty days 
from the date of appointment of the board. 








Revenue Freight Car Loading—Week Ended Saturday, April 3 


Grain and Live 
grain prod. stock Coal 
{ 1937 32,271 10,806 118,317 
Ree DAR OGRE oisikescincs scans 4 1936 29,919 11,557 98,977 
| 1935 25,604 12,396 69,226 
Preceding week March 27 ....... 1937 28,245 10,821 171,814 
Per cent increase over .......... 1936 7.9 19.5 
Per cent decrease under ........ 1936 6.5 
Per cent increase over .......... 1935 26.0 70.9 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1935 12.8 
({ 1937 412,515 169,451 2,175,489 
Cumulative 14 weeks to April 3/1936 435,450 164,537 2,015,983 
| 1935 362,188 177,762 1,873,161 
Per cent increase over .......... 1936 3.0 7.9 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1936 5.3 
Per cent increase over .......... 1935 13.9 16.1 


Per cent decrease under ......... 


Per cent to 15 year average 93.7. 


Forest Mdse. 

Coke products Ore L.C. L. Miscellaneous Total 
10,860 38,609 12,880 174,070 328,874 726,681 
6,541 28,590 5,950 162,385 269,662 613,581 
5,329 24,353 6,032 162,701 239,815 545,456 
11,336 38,173 12,014 170,216 318,490 761,109 
66.0 35.0 116.5 7.2 22.0 18.4 
103.8 58.5 113.5 7.0 37.1 33.2 
164,652 477,552 147,920 2,260,001 4,017,746 9,825,326 
125,068 389,025 80,603 2,076,830 3,227,922 8,515,418 
100,896 326,157 55,826 2,144,472 3,009,912 8,050,374 
31.6 22.8 83.5 8.8 24.5 15.4 
63.2 46.4 165.0 5.4 33.5 22.0 
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COTTON GOODS LIST CLARIFIED 


N a supplemental report in I. and S. No. 3636, cotton, woolen 

and knitting factory products, embracing No. 24139, North 
Carolina Corporation Commission et al. vs. A. & W.etal.; No. 
94140, Same vs. A. & R. et al., and No. 24901, National Association 
of Cotton Manufacturers vs. Boston & Maine et al., the Commis- 
sion has made what it terms clarification in the prior finding, 211 
1. C. C. 692, further considered in 220 I. C. C. 189. The prior 
finding was that ratings in western classification of cotton piece 
goods and other articles, “included in list No. 1,” were and would 
be unreasonable to the extent they exceeded or might exceed 
third class. Later, modifications, not material here, according to 
this report, were made. 

A literal compliance with the findings, this report says, 
would bring about lower ratings on certain articles within and 
from and to western territory than apply in official or southern 
territories and fourth section violations would result. 


To clarify this situation the Commission said it was of the 
view that the finding in question should be restricted to cotton 
piece goods. Accordingly, it said the words “and other articles 
included in list No. 1” should be eliminated from finding No. 1 
on page 789 of the original report. A corresponding elimination, 
it added, will be made in the second ordering paragraph of the 
order. Continuing the Commission said: 


The order, which is effective June 8, 1937, on statutory notice to 
the Commission and to the general public under section 6 (3) of the 
act, requires the filing and posting of the prescribed ratings and rates 
on or before May 9, 1937, less than 30 days hence. However, as the 
modification of the order here made will relieve defendants from the 
necessity of taking further action with respect to classification ratings, 
it will be considered as permissive and the usual thirty-day notice re- 
quired by section 15 (2) of the act need not be given. 


MEAT REVISION UNJUSTIFIED 


The Commission, in I. and S. No. 4214, meats and packing 
house products from Chicago, embracing also I. and S. No. 
4253, of like title, has found not justified a revision of rates on 
fresh meats, packing house products and related articles in 
straight or mixed carloads, from Chicago, Ill., to various desti- 
nations in central territory. Railroads transporting the com- 
modities mentioned east from Chicago, proposed the revision. 
The Commission has ordered the suspended schedules to be can- 
celed and has discontinued the proceedings. 

Protests of some packers, motor carriers, and others, caused 
suspension of the schedules. Armour & Co., Swift & Co., and 
Wilson & Co., with large packing plants at Chicago, said the 
report appeared in support of the proposals. They were re- 
ferred to as the Chicago packers. 

The proposed rates, which were generally lower than those 
now applicable, the report said, were intended as an experiment 
to meet truck competition. They were published to expire June 
30, 1937, unless sooner canceled, changed or extended. 

The railroads said that in 1934 they considered whether 
they should meet the truck competition and they had a number 
of conferences with the principal Chicago packers. The sched- 
ules which have been condemned as not justified were the 
result of the consideration. Respondents hoped, said the report, 
that the establishment of the proposed rates would prevent a 
loss of revenue estimated at $1,000,000 annually. That esti- 
mate, according to the report, was founded on the teheory that 
all traffic now moving by truck between these points would be 
restored to the rails if the proposed rates were allowed to 
become effective; also that if the proposed rates did not become 
effective all traffic now moving by rail would go to the trucks. 

The report contains statistics of traffic volume, both in 
support and contradiction of that idea. A table in the report 
shows, among other things, that the proposal would cause a 
reduction in rates on fresh meats from Chicago to Buffalo of 
13 cents a 100 pounds, the present rate being 51 cents and the 
Proposed 38 cents. It also shows that on fresh meats from Chi- 
cago to Columbus, O., the cut would be from 44 to 26 cents or 
18 cents a 100 pounds. The carriers proposed to raise the 
present minimum of 21,000 pounds to 30,000 pounds. 

Protestants, central territory packers east of Chicaogo, and 
qockers, the report said, did not make any serious claim that 
ne Proposed rates would be unremunerative. They insisted, 
aeweve?, that the record did not establish that the aggregate 
—— of the proposal would be a gain in the revenue rather 

an a loss. Respondent carriers, the Commission said, pointed 














out that the proposed rates were not far below fifth class and 
were but slightly lower than the live stock rates prescribed by 
it for application in central territory. The proposing carriers 
contended that the earnings yielded by such rates, when con- 
sidered in the light of the competition which they were designed 
to meet, could not be regarded other than reasonably compen- 
satory and that it was within their province to establish less 
than the maximum reasonable rates so long as a violation of 
the law did not result. 

Packers located at such central territory points as Detroit, 
Columbus, Indianapolis, Cleveland, East St. Louis and Buffalo, 
the Commission said, protested because the proposing railroads 
had made no contemporaneous move to reduce rates on live 
stock to those points nor on the outbound products from those 
points. These protestants, the Commission said, emphasized the 
fact that the proposals it approved would wipe out the long 
existing basis of higher rates on fresh meats than on packing 
house products and that rates lower than those now applicable 
on the latter products would be made to apply without dis- 
tinction. 

The live stock producers and marketing interests in central 
territory and elsewhere protested, the Commission said, fearing 
that the movement of Chicago meats into that territory at the 
proposed rates would naturally compel the protestant packers 
to pay less for live stock on local markets to meet the com- 
petition. Railroads, the report added, while they had not given 
up hope, had so far found no way to regain the live stock traffic 
which they had lost to the trucks. 

The carriers claimed there was no justification for a severe 
cut on in rates on live stock such as was proposed on fresh 
meats. Moreover, it was added, the truck movement of live 
stock was largely unregulated and the record did not show 
what charges were being made or what costs were incurred 
in moving much of that traffic. 

The report said it was the respondents’ position that there 
was no compelling truck competition from central territory 
packing plants and therefore no justification existed for reduc- 
tion from such points, and that this differentiates the situation 
at Chicago. It was added that the record showed that the bulk 
of the shipments to Cincinnati of a packer at Detroit moved by 
truck, and also that it and other packers in that territory 
shipped to points in central territory by truck. 

Apparently the Commission said respondents had not been 
convinced the truck competition in those instances was of the 
same compelling force as that which they were endeavoring to 
meet from Chicago. 


The central territory packers claimed that what the rail- 
roads were proposing unduly prejudiced them and unduly pre- 
ferred Chicago packers. On account of the general situation 
in the territory involved, Central Motor Freight Association, 
Inc., Central States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., National 
Grange, Farm Rate Council, and Northwestern Live Stock Ship- 
pers Traffic League asked the Commission, says the report, to 
institute a general investigation of both the rail and the truck 
rates on fresh meats and packing house products from origins 
in western trunk Line territory, and from Chicago to destina- 
tions in central territory and to reopen the present proceeding 
and consolidate it with such investigation. The Commission de- 
nied the petition, saying it wash not convinced that a general 
investigation was warranted in connection with the suspended 
— In disposing of the whole matter, the Commission 
said: 


Among the facts hereinbefore disclosed are the following: 

The transportation conditions surrounding the movement of these 
commodities by rail from Chicago to destinations in central territory 
do not differ materially from those surrounding their movement from 
other packing plants in central territory to such destinations. 

Packers in central territory are actively competing with those at 
Chicago in the sale of fresh meats and packing-house products: at 
points in central territory to which the proposed rates are to apply, 
and ship such products both by rail and by truck to destinations in 
central territory. The rail rates thereupon are substantially higher 
for similar distances than are those proposed for application from 
Chicago. 

Ordinarily rates on live stock are considerably less than those on 
fresh meats, but under the proposals the rates on fresh meats would 
be lower than those on live stock. 

Competition from packing plants west of the Mississippi River, 
which packers in central territory have to meet, would be increased 
by the establishment of the proposed rates, because those packers 
would secure substantial reductions in their rates although generally 
no compelling truck competition exists therefrom. This would be det- 
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rimental to central territory packers and would entail an unnecessary 
loss in revenue. The revenue losses on traffic from beyond Chicago 
are not taken into consideration when determining the amount of 
revenue it is estimated would be recovered by respondents through the 
establishment of the proposed rates. 

The inclusion of certain articles in mixed carloads with fresh 
meats and packing-house products at the proposed rates would give 
to Chicago packers an undue advantage over other shippers of those 
articles who, because not shipping fresh meats or packing-house prod- 
ucts, would be unable to use the proposed rates. 

We find that the suspended schedules will result in undue prejudice 
to central territory packers and in undue preference of the Chicago 
packers, and that the mixture proposals will result in undue prejudice 
to shippers of butter substitutes, salad oils and salad dressings alone 
and in undue preference of the Chicago packers. We further find that 
the proposed schedules have not been justified. An order will be en- 
tered denying the petitions mentioned and requiring the cancelation of 
the suspended schedules and discontinuing this proceeding. 


Commissioner McManamy dissenting and being joined 
therein by Chairman Miller said the rule was long ago estab- 
lished and had since been consistently followed that a railroad 
might not reduce its rates below a reasonable level to meet 
competition at one point and refuse to make a like reduction 
at another point where the competition is substantially the 
same. 

“This is a sound and just rule and one to which I favor 
strict adherence, but I believe that the rule has been improperly 
extended in this proceeding,” says the McManamy dissent. 
“The present report shows that the only truck competition, 
actual or potential, in central territory, comparable to that inci- 
dent to the traffic from Chicago, is in connection with the traffic 
from Detroit to Cincinnati.” 

Commissioner McManamy said that in his opinion the sus- 
pended schedules should be found justified provided that like 
reductions were made on the traffic from Detroit to Cincinnati 
where the conditions, he said, were similar. 


COMMISSION REPORTS 


Cotton Loading Provisions 


I. and S. No. 4276, cotton loading provisions in the south- 
west. By division 3. Proposed schedules providing that re- 
spondents’ charges for loading cotton at point of origin may be 
applied in connection with the ultimate application of the 
through carload rate under transit arrangement instead of col- 
lected at the point and time of origin, found justified. Order 
of suspension vacated and proceeding discontinued. Until these 
schedules were filed the tariffs naming through rates on cot- 
ton, over respondents’ lines from points in the southwest to 
Texas and Louisiana Gulf ports and destinations in official, 
southern and Canadian territories, contained a provision to the 
effect that on the shipper’s request cotton, in less than carloads, 
tendered at railroad depots or platforms, and destined for 
concentration into carloads in transit, would be loaded by car- 
rier at point of origin at charges of 5 cents a square bale and 
2.5 cents a round bale, and that these charges must be collected 
at point of origin. Cotton merchants and cotton exchanges 
obtained suspension of the schedules. The protestants, as pur- 
chasers of the cotton at the transit points, the report said, 
generally had nothing to do with the loading at points of 
origin, and objected to paying the loading charges that could 
be avoided by the shipper’s loading at point of origin. This 
case, the Commission said was more in the nature of a con- 
troversy between shipper and consignee than one between ship- 
per and carrier. It said it was not convinced that either practice 
was unreasonable, saying that both were within the flexible 
limit of judgment as to payment of charges. 


Imported Crude Kapok Seed Oil 


No. 27438, Wilson & Co., Inc., of Tennessee vs. Reading 
Co. et al. By division 3. Rate, imported crude kapok seed oil, 
in tank cars, shipments made in February, 1935, Philadelphia, 
Pa., to Chattanooga, Tenn., unreasonable to the extent it ex- 
ceeded 47 cents. Reparation of $1,627.84, with interest, 
awarded. A combination of $1.14 was charged. Complainant 
claimed the benefit of a subsequently established ninth-class 
rate of 47 cents. Chairman Miller, dissenting, said it was his 
view that a rate of 56 cents would afford a reasonable basis 
on which to award reparation. 


Gravel 


No. 27551, Merom Gravel Co. vs. Illinois Central. By divi- 
sion 4. Dismissed. Rate charged, 88 cents a net ton, gravel, 
Riverton, Ind., to Bethel (Bluford), Ill., inapplicable, resulting 
in undercharges. Applicable rate found to have been 95 cents, 
the 88 cent rate having expired Sept. 30, 1935, and the ship- 
ments in this proceeding having been made between Oct. 25 
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and Nov. 7, 1935. Applicable rate not shown to have been 
unreasonable. 
Maple Sawdust and Wood Flour 


No. 27106, Connor Lumber & Land Co. vs. Ann Arbor et al.; 
No. 27192, Same vs. Same; and No. 27223, Same vs. A. C. & Y. et 
al. By division 3. Complaints dismissed. Rates, maple sawdust, 
carloads, Laona, Wis., to Springfield Gardens, N. Y., found not to 
have been unreasonable, and to Newark, N. J., and other points 
throughout official territory found not to have been or to be 
unreasonable. Rates, wood flour, carloads, Laona, Wis., to 
destinations in official territory, found not to have been or to 
be unreasonable or unduly prejudicial. 


Industrial Sand Corrections 


No. 22907, Industrial Sand Cases, 1930. The foregoing is the 
generic title of a number of cases, one of which has given its 
number to the general proceeding. This report embraces No, 
22907, Illinois Silica Sand Traffic Bureau vs. A. C. & Y.; No, 
20733, Abendroth Brothers et al. vs. Boston & Albany et al.; and 
No. 26947, Landers, Frary & Clark vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. et al. By 
the Commission. Supplemental report. On petition of inter- 
vener in No. 22907 and of defendants in Nos. 20733 and 26947, 
finding in prior report, 219 I. C. C. 449, as to shipments embraced 
in those proceedings, corrected in certain respects. The cor- 
rections, on pages 7, 8 and 10 make changes in the amounts of 
reparation order to be paid complainants or interveners, not later 
than May 24. 


Lumber, Etc. 


No. 26062, Traffic Bureau, Lynchburg (Va.) Chamber of 
Commerce for Burruss Land & Lumber Co. vs. N. & W. et al. 
By division 4. Supplemental report. Finding in original report, 
214 I. C. C. 461, that rates prior to Aug. 12, 1934, on lumber and 
articles taking the same rates from points in Virginia to destina- 
tions in trunk-line and New England territories and to destina- 
tions in Ohio were unreasonable to the extent that they exceeded 
the present rates on like traffic from and to the same points, 
modified. On this further consideration the Commission found 
that the assailed rate of 26 cents from Victoria and Phenix was 
unreasonable to the extent it exceeded 24 cents from Victoria to 
Gauley and Hawk’s Nest, W. Va.; 24 cents from Phenix to Owens, 
W. Va., and 23 cents from Phenix, to Hawk’s Nest. Reparation 
awarded to complainant, Stevens Lumber Company, for which 
the Traffic Bureau acted. 


Liquid Asphalt 


No. 27411, Warner-Quinlan Co. vs. Central of New Jersey 
et al. By division 2. Rates, liquid asphalt, charged, shipments 
between Dec. 12, 1931 and Dec. 31, 1932, Warners N. J., to 
points in New York and Darlington, R. I., unreasonable to the 
extent they exceeded rates on the basis of 22.5 per cent of first 
class rates that were contemporaneously in effect. Reparation, 
with interest, awarded. 


Trailer Wagons 


No. 27508, Barnard-Curtiss Co. vs. N. Y. C. & St. L. et al. 
By division 2. Dismissed. Carload rate charged, trailer wagons 
shipped July 22, 1932, Cleveland, O., to Leech Lake, Minn, 
found applicable. 
Potatoes 


No. 27288, E. H. Weiner Corporation vs. Pennsylvania et al. 
By division 4. Rates, four carloads, potatoes, shipped between 
May 27, 1933, and June 5, 1934, Mitchell, McPherson, Gift and 
Meggetts, S. C., to Akron, O., unreasonable. They were found 
unreasonable from the points mentioned, other than Mitchell, 
to the extent they exceeded 32 per cent of the contemporaneous 
first class rates; and from Mitchell, a boat landing, unreason- 
able to the extent that that rate exceeded 32 per cent of the 
first class rafe contemporaneously applicable from the port at 
which the shipment was transferred from the boat to the car, 
plus the differential by which the rate from the boat landing 
exceeded the rate to the same destination from the transfer port. 


COMMISSION MOTOR REPORTS 


MC 2743, Dixie Greyhound Lines, Inc., extension of opera 
tions, and MC 29957, Tri-State Transit Co. of Louisiana, Inc. 
extension of operations. By division 5. Dixie Greyhound Lines 
authorized, under a finding of public convenience and necessity, 
to operate as a common carrier of passengers and mail by bus 
between Memphis, Tenn., and Jackson, Miss., subject to the 
condition that traffic shall not be picked up or delivered at 
points between Memphis and Jackson, except as otherwise alr 
thorized. Certificate granted. Similar action taken with 
to the Tri-State application as to carriage of passengers, bag- 
gage and mail between Grenada, Miss., Memphis, Tenn., 
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intermediate points, without limitation as to traffic to or from 
intermediate points. , 


SELF-INSURANCE DENIED 


The Commission, division 5, in MC 29560, North Shore Bus 
Co., self-insurance, has denied the application of the company 
mentioned, for authority to qualify as a self-insurer under sec- 
tion 215 of the motor carrier act. The company is a carrier of 

sengers, principally in the borough and county of Queens, 
in the city of New York. It operates 130 busses of large seat- 
ing capacity and owns thirteen service trucks. It has its own 
safety organization consisting of two inspectors and fifty 
mechanics engaged in constant inspection of busses, says the 
report. The Commission said the applicant’s resources were 
not sufficient to establish to its satisfaction ability to meet 
the obligations for bodily injury liability and property dam- 
age liability for the minimum amounts prescribed by the Com- 
mission’s rules and regulations, and with which the company 
might be confronted on accidents arising out of the operations 
for which the company had applied to the Commission for 
authority to conduct in interstate commerce. Nor, said the 
Commission, was it satisfied with the company’s liability to 
porrow readily and safely to meet all such liability obligations 
which might arise. Therefore, the Commission said, it was 
of the opinion that approval of this application to self-insure 
would not afford the security for the protection of the public 
for which the rules and regulations provided. 


MC 18159, 84585, 15531 and 44092, Consolidated Motor 
Lines self-insurance. By division 5. Application of Conseli- 
dated Motor Lines, Inc., a Connecticut corporation; Consoli- 
dated Motor Lines, Inc., a Massachusetts corporation; and the 
United Arbour Express, Inc., a Connecticut corporation to act 
as self-insurers, under section 215 of the motor carrier act 
denied. The companies, the report said, for three years had 
had a self-insurance plan which seemingly had been operat- 
ing satisfactorily. But, the Commission said, it did not regard 
this as a sufficient period of time to determine its ultimate 
suecess especially since in the last three years the number of 
vehicles operated by the insured have greatly increased. There- 
fore, the Commission said it was of the opinion that approval 
of this application to self-insure would not afford the security 
for the protection of the public for which the rules and regu- 
lations provide. 


LOANS TO RAILROADS 


In Finance No. 9179, Meridian and Bigbee River Railway 
Co. RFC loan, by W. E. Hopkins, its trustee, has applied to 
the RFC and to the Commission for renewal of trustee’s cer- 
tificates amounting to $744,252, at five per cent and extension 
of a loan for a like amount for which they are collateral, ex- 
tension and renewal application being for the two-year period 
beginning April 12, 1937, the due date of the loan and under- 
lying papers. The proceeds of the loan were used for extension 
of the Meridian and Bigbee River railway to Myrtlewood, Ala. 
The trustee has not been able to raise the funds needed to 
liquidate the loan. 

The Comission, division 4, in Finance No. 9438, Carlton & 
Coast Railroad Co. reconstruction loan, on supplemental appli- 
cation has approved an extension of the time for payment to 
not later than May 1, 1941, of loans to the Carlton & Coast 
by the RFC totaling $490,296.99, matured and maturing on 
June 12, Oct. 3, Nov. 15 and Dec. 22, 1936, and Sept. 7 and Oct. 
3, 1937, on conditions. 


FLOOD DEMURRAGE WAIVER 


The Association of American Railroads and the National 
Industrial Traffic League, the latter through its demurrage com- 
mittee, by joint petition, have asked the Commission for au- 
thority to the railroads to waive collection of demurrage 
charges which accrued after Jan. 1 on account of the recent 
flood conditions. The petition, in effect, is that the Commis- 
sion allow retroactive application of changes in the demurrage 
rules made effective April 1, which changes were made so as 
to afford relief to shippers and consignors from demurrage 
charges which may accrue in future catastrophies such as the 
recent flood conditions in the Ohio and Mississippi River valleys. 


S. L.-S. F. ABANDONMENT 


In Finance No. 11206, St. Louis-San Francisco Railway Co. abandon- 
ment, the Commission division 4, has authorized the St. Louis-San 
Francisco and its trustees to abandon a branch line, extending from 
Fayette Junction to Pettigrew, Ark., a distance of about 41 miles. 
Local interests and the Arkansas commission protested. Mf is par- 
alleled its entire length by improved highway. The report said the 
branch had an average annual net railway operating deficit of $36,006 
in the period, 1931 to 1935. All the stations on the branch, the report 
Says, are served by common carrier trucks, and all but two by busses. 
Rehabilitation, the report said, would cost $383,706. 
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RENEWED EMERGENCY CHARGE CASE 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


The Commission, while practically acceding to the desire 
of the railroads to divide Ex Parte No. 115, by separating the 
heavy basic commodity and fifth and sixth class relationship 
proposals from the remainder of the case (see Traffic World, 
April 3) has prescribed a program for itself elastic enough to 
enable it, if necessary, to go through the entire list of proposals 
submitted by the carriers in the regular manner. Separation 
was desired by the railroads and, it is understood, by some of 
the commissioners so as to expedite the matter. They desired 
that to the end that the railroads might know soon whether 
they were to be allowed to increase their rates or whether 
they would be required to continue on the present level. In 
other words the way was left open in the program issued April 
9, for change, if necessary. 

Additional withdrawal of rate proposals from the case 
have been made, as shown in letter to Commissioner Aitchison 
by R. V. Fletcher. He said he had been asked by the carriers 
in Pacific Freight Tariff Bureau territory and Inter-Mountain 
territory to present to the Commission the commodities herein. 
enumerated for withdrawal as contained in the petition dated 
November 21, 1936: 


Exhibit A—Part 7—Inter-Mountain Territory. 


Page 71: 
Animal Feed, Buttermilk, etc. 
Exhibit A—Part 4—South Pacific Coast Territory. 
Page 55: 
Butter 
Bagging 
Canned Goods 
Cheese 
Cider and Apple Juice 
Page 56: 
Gases, compressed, Viz.: Chlorine, liquefied, Anhydrous Am- 


monia. 
Flycerine in tank cars 
Houses, portable 
Iron Salts, Viz.: Sulphate of Iron (Copperas) 
Page 57: 
Paper and Paper Articles (except Newsprint) 
Pitch and Tar 
Pole Line Construction Material 
Soap and Soap Products 
Page 58: 
Agricultural Implements 
Agricultural Implements and Parts 
Aluminum 
Apple Chops, Cores, Pomace and Skins 
Ash, volcanic 
Bark, Mangrove or Wattle 
Barytes 
Borate Rock 
Brass or Bronze, also residues thereof 
Broom Corn 
Chalk, crude 
Charcoal, wood 
Clay, other than common or fire 
Clay Ashes 
Coal, or Coke, ground 
Copra 
Cullet 
Dolomite, roasted 
Earth, Diatomaceous, Fullers or Infusorial 
Extract, tanning 
Feldspar 
Fencing, wood and wire combined 
Firestone 
Flaxseed, ground or screenings 
Flint, quartz or silica 
Flurspar 
Glue Stock 
Handles, broom and mop 
Iron Ore (not ground) 
Utah to California only 
Pig Iron and Spiegel-iron or Spiegel-eisen 
Kaolin 
Page 59: 
Lignin Liquor 
Lime, Carbonate of, N. O. I. B. N. 
Lime Sludge or Waste, dried 
Linseed, ground or screenings. 
Linters, Noyles and Regins, cotton 
Lathing (wood shavings compressed with binders) 
Malt 
Malt Sprouts 
Meats, fresh, N. O. I. B. N. 
Meats, cured, dried or smoked, etc. 
Mica or Vermiculite, other than sheet 
Peanuts, raw 
Peanut Hulls or Chaff 
Pine Needles 
Pith, Dehydrated Sugar Cane 
Plaster Retarder 
Pomace, Grape 
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Pumice 

Pyrites, Iron 

Rings, Hot Top, made from caly or silica sand 
Roofing and Building Materials 
Rosin Dross or Batting Dross 
Rosin Sizing 

Salt Cake 

Seed, Mustard 

Shard 

Shingle Tow or Shavings 

Slate, Roofing 


Sugar 

Tankage, other than Feeding or Garbage 
Tar, Pine 

Tobacco Stems, other than ground 
Tractors 


Twine, Binder 
Tanks or Towers, Iron or Steel, K. D. 
Vermiculite 
wax: BD. ©. t.. BN. 
Whiting or Whiting Substitute 
Exhibit A—Part ’"—From, to and between Mountana Points. 
Page 61: 
Canned Goods 


Mr. Fletcher said that so far as the mentioned commodities 
were concerned, it was his understanding that there were no 
outstanding orders, interfering with the publication of the 
proposed revisions in freight rates. He said he was further 
requested to present these commodities for the consideration 
of the Commission with the understanding that, to the extent 
tariffs had been or might be filed naming such increased rates 
and they were suspended by the Commission, the carriers might 
ask that such commodities be restored to the docket in Ex Parte 
115 for final determination. 

Action by the Commission April 9, a refusal on its part 
to suspend schedules, dated to be effective April 10, was re- 
garded as of significance as to the attitude of the Commission 
toward the increases in rates proposed in this reopened case. 

The schedules it refused to suspend proposed increases in 
rates on rags and some other waste materials in eastern trunk 
line territory. Such rates were reduced, it was said, to meet 
motor and water competition. The result of the reductions 
was that the level of the rates was below that prescribed or 
approved by the Commission in various cases. Many of them 
were less-than-carload commodity rates. The railroads brought 
them up, in their proposals which did not draw the fire of the 
Commission, to the class rate level. Fifth and sixth class rela- 
tionships in eastern territory are involved in Ex Parte No. 115. 

This refusal, it is being pointed out, is the second time 
the Commission has refused to halt any of the steps proposed 
by the carriers to improve their revenues by increasing rates 
to what might be called the emergency charge level. The first 
refusal was to suspend increase schedules dated to become 
effective March 20. 

Another of what might be called the crises in this pro- 
ceeding, will come when the Commission must decide whether 
it will or will not suspend schedules of increased rates, on 
things that have been withdrawn from No. 115, dated to be- 
come effective April 20. 


Many protests have been filed against the proposals which 
will become operative April 20, if they are not suspended. The 
carriers claim that all the rates treated in the schedules dated 
to become effective then are below the level prescribd or 
approved by the Commission in cases in which orders are still 
outstanding. 


R. V. Fletcher has notified the Commission that Montana 
railroads have requested him to withdraw from reopened Ex 
Parte No. 115, commodities, rates on which were proposed to 
be increased, in accordance with the railroad petition of Nov. 
21, 1936. The withdrawn commodities and the territory of the 
rates’ application are as follows: 


Between points in Montana and between such points and all inter- 
state points, also between points in North Pacific Coast Freight Bureau 
Territory, points in Pacific Freight Tariff Bureau Territory (south 
coast) and points in western North and South Dakota and Wyoming. 

Page 60—Belting, link, iron or steel chain, N. O. S. 

Page 61—Batteries, etc. 

Page 62—Handles, wooden, etc. 

Page 63—Toys or games. Twine or Cordage, etc. 


A committee of traffic officers of railroads in charge of 
reopened Ex Parte No. 115 of which D. T. Lawrence is chair- 
man, has filed with the Commission’s board of suspension a 
general defense of what the carriers are proposing in the way 
of increased rates on commodities withdrawn by them from 
this case for separate treatment and on which they have filed 
tariffs giving such separate treatment. The defense is in 
answer to requests that have been made by shippers for sus- 
pension of tariffs carrying the higher rates, dated to be 
effective April 20. 

Chairman Lawrence said the commodities were withdrawn 
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for separate treatment because the railroads found, on exam. 
ination, that there were no outstanding orders of the Commis. 
sion which would be violated by the publication of the tariffs 
in question and that there would be on contravention of the 
fourth section of the interstate commerce act should the change 
in rates be permitted to become operative. 

In addition to the general defense by the carriers of what 
they have proposed, individual carriers have filed answers to 
requests for the suspension of tariffs carrying increased rates 
on specified commodities. There are scores of such defense 
papers in answer to requests for suspension on file with the 
Commission’s board of suspension. 





PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 


No. 26844, International Paper Co. vs. Albany Port District Com- 
mission et al. The Delaware and Hudson Railroad, defendant, asks 
for reargument and reconsideration before the entire Commission. 

No. 25457, Goldcamp Mill Co., Inc., vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al. Gold- 
camp Mill Co., Inc., ask the Commission to reopen the case for such 
reconsideration and/or modification as may be necessary to afford the 
relief sought by complainant and granted by the Commission. 

Finance No. 11040, St. Louis Southwestern Ry. Co., reorganiza- 
tion. Walter E. Meyer asks that in the public interest and in the in- 
terest of the holders of securities of St. Louis Southwestern, fhe 
Commission investigate, obtain data and report on the matters asked 
to be investigated in the petition filed in this case both in connection 
with the hearings now pending before the Commission for the prepara- 
tion of a plan of reorganization of St. Louis Southwestern Ry. Co. or 
independently of the said proceedings. Mr. Meyer also asks that any 
investigation undertaken by the Commission be consolidated with the 
proceedings herein now pending before the Commission for the ap- 
proval of a plan of reorganization of St. Louis Southwestern Ry Co., 
Finance No. 11040. 

No. 15234, in the matter of divisions of freight rates in western 
and Mountain-Pacific territories. Chicago Great Western, the Mis- 
souri Pacific, Wabash Ry., the St. Louis-San Francisco Ry. and the 
Missouri-Kansas-Texas R. R. ask the Commission to vacate its order 
in this proceeding, dated June 10, 1929, so as to enable petitioners 
to publish special divisions of joint rates on shipments of chatt from 
Tri-State Ore Field in southwest to certain western trunk line terri- 
tory points east and north of Kansas City, Mo. 

1. & S. No. 4324, fruit and vegetable packages in the south and 
southwest. The Edgerton Manufacturing Co., one of the protestants, 
asks the Commission to incorporate in the record of the instant pro- 
ceeding the records in I. & S. No. 4023, Baskets and Hampers in 
Southern Territory, 211 I. C. C. 1389 and I. & S. No. 4075, Fruit and 
Vegetable Packages in Southwest, 211 I. C. C. 155. 

MC 1353, in re application of M. H. Hummel, Allentown, Pa., dba 
Hummel Warehouse Trucking Co., for a certificate of public conven- 
ience and necessity. The Middle Atlantic States Motor Carrier Con- 
ference, Inc., asks for a stay of effectiveness of the order of division 
5, dated March 17, otherwise effective April 16, granting to the ap- 
plicant a certificate of public convenience and necessity to operate as 
a common carrier of commodities generally by motor vehicle, and, 
after public hearing, an order vacating and rescinding the order of 
division 5, and substituting therefor a contract carrier permit restricted 
to certain named commodities and within a smaller defined territory. 

No. 2822, application of Jacob Jones, Felton, Pa., as common car- 
rier. Rail carriers in trunk line territory ask that the certificate issued 
to Jacob Jones of Felton, Pa., on March 18, which becomes effective 
April 17, be stayed. 

MC 3792, application of Bruce J. Rich, Merwin, Mo. The Kansas 
City Southern and Missouri Pacific, protestants, for and on behalf 
of themselves and other rail carriers members of the Southwestern 
Freight Bureau ask division 5 of the Commission to suspend, vacate 
and set aside its certificate and order in the above entitled proceed- 
-ng dated March 23 and they ask that the application be set down for 
hearing. 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 

MC-F 276. Kerrviile Bus Co., Inc., Kerrville, Tex., asks authority 
to renew lease from South Western Greyhound Lines, Inc. 

MC-F 277. Potashnick Truck Service, Inc., Sikeston, Mo., asks 
authority to purchase 75 per cent of the stock of the Bryant Truck 
Lines, Inc. 

MC-F 278. Lee Way Motor Freight, Inc., Oklahoma City, Okla., 
asks authority to purchase rights and certificates of Mrs. C. A. Mash- 
burn and Ira V. Mashburn, dba Mashburn Transfer and Storage Co. 

MC-F 279. Lee Way Motor Freight, Inc., Oklahoma City, Okla., 
asks authority to purchase the rights and certificates of O. M. Howie, 
operating under the trade name of Clovis-Amarillo Truck Line. 

Finance No. 11618. Chicago, Milwaukee St. Paul & Pacific by its 
trustees, ask authority to abandon a branch line between Eldridge Junc- 
tion and Long Grove, Ia., a distance of a little more than three miles. 

Finance No. 11619. Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific by its 
trustees, ask authority to abandon a branch line between Kapowsin 
Junction and Electron, Wash., a distance of a little more than two 
miles. 

Finance No. 11620. Minneapolis & St. Louis, by its receivers, ask 
authority to issue $1,007,250 of receivers’ certificates in renewal of an 
obligation of a like amount now outstanding. 

MC-F 280. Greyhound Corporation, Chicago, Ill., asks authority to 
acquire by purchase from Quaker Stages, Inc., of Boston, Mass.. 4 
certificate (in part) issuable under Application BMC-2, Docket No. 2800, 
and certain other property. 

MC-F 281. Howe Bros., Inc., Cincinnati, O., asks authority 1 
purchase the truck line of George Rees, dba Beck Motor Express Lines. 
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Proposed Reports in I. C. C. Cases 
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TWO-PHASE FABRICATION TRANSIT 


EALING with a complex two-phase fabrication in transit, 

manufacture at Parkersburg, W. Va., and galvanization at 
Philadelphia, Pa., Examiner George M. Curtis, in a proposed 
report in No. 27471, Parkersburg Rig & Reel Co. vs. Baltimore 
& Ohio et al., has recommended that the Commission find 
rates and charges, iron and steel articles, from Weirton, W. Va., 
to Philadelphia, Pa., fabricated in transit at Parkersburg, W. 
Va., and galvanized at Philadelphia, thence reshipped, in the 
reparation period before July 9, 1936, were applicable but un- 
reasonable. He further recommended an award of reparation 
with interest and the prescription of rates for the future. 

Iron and steel articles used in the manufacture of tanks 
and other facilities used by the petroleum industry shipped from 
Weirton, W. Va., were fabricated at Parkersburg, galvanized at 
Philadelphia and then shipped from the galvanizing plant via 
Atlantic ports in coastal, intercoastal and foreign commerce 
to petroleum points in the southwest and destinations in for- 
eign countries. 

According to the complaint, the rates, rules, regulations 
and practices, applied to about 100 shipments from Weirton 
to the fabricating plant at Parkersburg, thence to the galvan- 
izing plant at Philadelphia and thence to the ports for reship- 
ment into the interior southwest, abroad and California, were 
inapplicable; or, if applicable, were unreasonable and unduly 
prejudicial. Just and reasonable rates, rules and practices for 
the future and reparation were sought. 

For the purposes of this case, said the examiner, considera- 
tion would only be given to the rates and transit privileges 
accorded on traffic fabricated at Parkersburg that originated 
at Weirton and moved via all-rail routes to the galvanizing 
plant at Philadelphia. To arrive at his conclusions in this pro- 
ceeding the examiner used as a foundation the findings in 
Parkersburg Rig & Reel Co. vs. Baltimore & Ohio Railroad 
Co., 63 I. C. C. 363, decided Aug. 4, 1921. As a result of that 
case the fabrication in transit privilege was established at 
Parkersburg under rules and restrictions published in transit 
tariffs of the Baltimore & Ohio covering the articles and 
fabrication of them under applicable rates. 


Disposition of this case required the examiner to consider 
the meaning of transit tariff provisions, relating to transpor- 
tation over routes other than the direct ones, relating to, among 
other things, back-haul. About one-third of the traffic was 
reshipped by rail to the ports for export. 

Reparation of $9,661.52 with interest was claimed on the 
shipments within the statutory reparation period. 


Complainant, the examiner said, sought an interpretation 
of tariffs for the future, since they did not include a limita- 
tion thagé such shipments must move direct from railroad ter- 
minal to shipside to entitle them to transit at Parkersburg. 
Complainant, he added, contended that the shipments that were 
moved to the galvanizing plant, and later exported were en- 
titled to move under the export rates on the ground that the 
domestic rates were unreasonable on traffic reduced in price to 
meet competition in foreign markets, which was the reason 
for the establishment of the lower export rates, and which 
would otherwise have applied if the materials had not been 
Stopped at the galvanizing plant. 


“Rates are not prescribed for competitive reasons,” said 
the examiner. “A finding that the domestic rates are unreason- 
able in the circumstances cannot be justified, and particularly 
so because the galvanizing process adds some increments of 
value to the material.” 


__ Using the Commission’s decision in Iron and Steel Articles, 
155 I. C. C., 517 as his guide, the examiner said that on that 
basis the reasonable rate on the shipments transited at Parkers- 
burg in the statutory period was and is 38 cents a 100 pounds 
plus a transit charge of 3 cents, exclusive of emergency charges. 
On that basis, the examiner said, complainant was entitled to 
reparation on its past shipments and pendente lite. 

The examiner said that on brief the railroads said that 
they were willing for the future to accord fabrication at 
Parkersburg on shipments originating at Weirton and destined 
locally to Philadelphia on the basis of a rate of 38 cents, plus 
the present transit charge of 3 cents. He said the defendants 
had not published this rate, which was higher than the applicable 
joint through rate over this route of movement, and until they 
did the present domestic joint through rate on this traffic, 
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according transit at Parkersburg, for delivery to the galvanzing 
plant at Philadelphia since March 11, 1936, had been and now 
was applicable over the Baltimore & Ohio over a specified 
route, there being no transit privileges established for the traffic 
at Philadelphia. The examiner said there was no evidence to 
support a finding that the applicable rates charged on complain- 
ant’s shipments prior to or since March 11, 1936, were or are 
unduly prejudicial. In disposing of the case, Examiner Curtis 
said the Commission should find: 


(a) that the rates charged on complainant’s shipments, as described, 
were applicable, but unreasonable to the extent they exceeded, exceed 
or for the future may exceed to the extent that a rate of 38 cents, plus 
a transit charge of 3 cents per 100 pounds, plus applicable emergency 
charges on shipments moved from Weirton to Philadelphia via and 
transited at Parkersburg; that the assailed rates are not shown to 
be unduly prejudicial; (b) that complainant made the shipments as 
described, paid and bore the charges thereon, was damaged to the ex- 
tent that the rates charged exceeded or may exceed those herein found 
reasonable, and is entitled to reparation with interest. Complainant 
should comply with rule V of the Rules of Practice. 


PROPOSED REPORTS 


Woodpulp 


No. 27405, Columbian Paper Co. vs. Norfolk & Western 
et al. and No. 27476, Same vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al. By 
Examiner George Esch. Rates, woodpulp, Bristol, Va.-Tenn., to 
destinations in official classification territory and Wisconsin 
proposed to be found not unreasonable in the past but unreason- 
able for the future. The examiner said that under the doctrine 
of “relative unreasonableness,” it was thought that it would 
be proper to apply from Bristol 20 per cent of the first class 
rates under a minimum weight of 50,000 pounds. The compari- 
son for “relative unreasonableness” was with rates from Great 
Works, Me., a point having the benefit of water competition and 
with which Bristol competed. The examiner said should the 
rates from Great Works again revert to their normal basis, or 
should there be any change in the rates from that point, then 
the rates from Bristol should follow the rates from Great 
Works by a like percentage of the first class rates. Examiner 
Esch said the Commission should find that the section 3 alle- 
gation in No. 27476, had not been sustained and that as to the 
section 1 allegation in No. 27405, the rates assailed were not 
unreasonable in the past, but for the future would be unrea- 
sonable to the extent hereinbefore indicated. 


Adverse action by the Commission has been recommended 
by Examiner E. S. Idol, in MC 7815, United Van Service (N. J.), 
common carrier application, served April 10, and thirteen other 
applications under the motor carrier act that were combined 
by the examiner in one report. An allegation of the giving 
of false testimony is made in the report. Examiner Idol recom- 
mended dismissal of nine of the applications. In three others, he 
said the applicants had failed to establish any right to a 
certificate or certificates authorizing common carrier opera- 
tions under the “grandfather” clause. Some of the used vehicles 
had the names of the applicants on them. He said certificates 
should be denied and operations ordered discontinued. In two 
other applications, he said, the applicants had failed to estab- 
lish that they, or either of them, are fit properly to perform brok- 
erage services, or that such services would be consistent with 
the public interest and the policy declared in section 202 (a). 
Licenses, he said should be denied. 

The applications covered by this report other than the one 
already mentioned are: No. MC 71860, K. & E. De Luxe Padded 
Van Co., Inc., common carrier application; No. MC 49177, Frank 
Visceglia, common carrier application; No. MC 49178, Constance 
Visceglia, alias Connie Putignano, common carrier application; 
No. MC 49086, United Van Service, Inc. (Ill.), common car- 
rier application; No. MC 73730, United Van Service, Inc. (Tll.), 
broker application; No. MC 45400, Frank Visceglia, broker 
application; No. MC 17897, Vincent Visceglia, broker applica- 
tion; No. MC 21606, Constance Visceglia, alias Connie Putignano, 
broker application; No. MC 46743, Frank Visceglia, broker 
application; No. MC 48255, Joseph Visceglia, broker applica- 
tion; No. MC 48188, Vincent Visceglia, common carrier applica- 
tion; No. MC 78523, Vincent Visceglia, contract carrier appli- 
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cation; No. MC 46342, Joseph Visceglia, contract carrier ap- 
plication 

The examiner dealt with a multitude of complexities about 
which he made detailed statements. Generally speaking, he said, 
the applications covered the transportation of household goods, 
office and store fixtures and furniture throughout the United 
States, by applicants as carriers, and the procurement of facili- 
ties by applicants as brokers. 

These fourteen applications seeking certificates, permits 
and licenses, authorizing the continuance of motor carrier and 
brokerage operations, the examiner said, were filed by or 
on behalf of the following persons: Joseph Visceglia, Frank 
Visceglia and Connie Putignano (a sister-in-law), all of Jersey 
City, N. J., and New York, N. Y.; Vincent Visceglia, of Chicago, 
Ill., and Jersey City; United Van Service and K. & E. De Luxe 
Padded Van Co., Inc., New Jersey corporations, of Jersey City; 
and United Van Service, Inc., an Illinois corporation, of Chi- 
cago. 

Opposition was made by Household Goods Carriers Bureau, 
New Jersey Furniture Warehousemen’s Association, United 
Van Lines and United Van Service, Inc. (Ohio corporations), 
to the grant of any of the applications. The Wisconsin com- 
mission opposed the granting of the application in MC 49086 
only. New Jersey Household Goods Carriers Conference, In- 
terstate Motor Freight Tariff Bureau, Inc., Interstate House- 
hold Goods Movers Tariff Bureau, Inc., and New York State 
Motor Truck Association opposed the granting of the New 
York and Jersey City applications, said the examiner, but they 
presented no evidence. 

Rail carriers in officials, southern, western trunk line and 
Pacific southwestern territories, the examiner said, were also 
represented at the hearings, but withdrew when the applications 
in MC 46342 and 78523, originally unrestricted, were amended 
to show that authority was sought for the transportation of 
household goods, office and store fixtures and furniture, only. 

The four individual applicants, the report said, were all 
members of the same family. “Connie Putignano,” the report 
said, was an alias used by the wife of Joseph Visceglio in 
business transactions, that being her maiden name. 


Aside from business and personal relationships, Examiner 
Idol said, the records made on the broker applications showed 
conclusively that applicants had no clear concept of the dis- 
tinction between carrier and broker operations. At the hear- 
ings, applicants, Examiner Idol said, moved to withdraw the 
applications in MC 17897, 21606, 26743, 48255 48188 and 46342 
and no evidence was introduced in support of any of them. 

As to the history and general schemes of the operations, 
Joseph Visceglia, doing business as K. and E. De Luxe Padded 
Van Co., Jersey City, the report said, commenced motor car- 
rier operations prior to 1930. The examiner traced the various 
names, services, receiverships, sales and leases and operations 
of the different offices of the various companies and trade 
names. 

Speaking of changes in papers in various offices of what 
might be called the Visceglia organization, the examiner said 
“it is only too obvious that these changes were made for the 
purpose of preparing evidence to support this application.” In 
his treatment of MC 73730, the examiner said “it may be con- 
ceded that applicant is willing and able to perform prokerage 
operations, but it has failed signally to show that it is fit to 
perform that service, or that its operations will be consistent 
with the public interest and the policy declared in section 
202 (a) of the act.” Evidence submitted in support of MC 45400, 
application of Frank Visceglia for brokerage license, the 
examiner said, might be conceded to have established willing- 
ness and ability to engage in brokerage operations. 

“However, the record is devoid of evidence which would 
show his personal fitness to engage in public service, and is 
replete with evidence of the unfitness of his general manager 
and guiding genius, Joseph Visceglia,” says the report. ‘The 
latter did not hesitate to manufacture evidence and give false 
testimony during the New York hearing. A license granted 
applicant would in effect give countenance to operations which, 
in the past three years, have resulted in numerous complaints 
of loss, damage and delay. A representative of the New 
York Better Business Bureau testified that, during this period, 
‘we had at least three times as many complaints on United 
Van Service as we had on all the other moving companies (in 
New York) put together.’ ” 

In his conclusion the examiner said the only bona fide 
carrier operations in which any of the applicants were engaged 
on June 1, 1935, which is the grandfather date, was that of the 
New Jersey corporation, United Van Service. All offices used 
identical contract forms, letterheads and envelopes which bore 
the address “79 Kearney Avenue, Jersey City” prominently 
displayed and variously indicated as “home office,” “executive 
office,” “dispatching office” or “main office,” said the examiner. 
Other offices, including Chicago, Washington, Philadelphia, 
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Newark and Boston, the examiner added, were indicated as 
“branch offices.” The New York office was simply designed as 
“New York office.” Advertisements and circular letters, the 
examiner added, bore the same information to the public and 
the trade. 

“Even if it be conceded,” said the report, “that one or 
more of the individual applicants was secretly conducting a 
separate moving business, that business could not be con- 
sidered a bona fide operation within the meaning of section 206 
because of the fraudulent concealment of the carrier’s actual 
identity. . . . It has been proved conclusively that none of the 
applicants is in a position to claim ‘grandfather’ rights by virtue 
of the corporate operations.” 

The examiner said it might be noted that the applicants 
had in fact engaged in brokerage operations up to.the present 
time. It was true, he added, that they had agreed to transport 
shipments which had actually been moved in vehicles belong- 
ing to other carriers, and that the arrangements for the actual 
transportation were made by them. He said it followed that the 
services described were those of common carriers for the rea- 
son that applicants had undertaken to transport property 
rather than to arrange for its transportation. 


MOTOR PROPOSED REPORTS 


(Recommended orders in proposed motor reports, at expiration of 
20 days from date of service of reports, become effective unless excep- 
tions have been filed within the 20-day period or exceptions have been 
seasonably filed by other parties, or the order has been stayed or 
postponed by the Commission.) 





MC 11929, Webb Greer, common carrier operations and 
extension. By joint board No. 77, composed of C. V. Terrell of 
Texas. Served April 12. Applicant found entitled to continue 
operation as a common carrier of passengers, baggage of pas- 
sengers, light express, mail and newspapers in interstate com- 
merce over regular routes between Houston and Texas City 
and Goose Creek, Tex., and between La Porte and Barbour Hill, 
Tex., by reason of having been engaged in such operation on 
June 1, 1935, and continuously since that time. Certificate 
ordered issued. Evidence found insufficient to show public con- 
venience and necessity require the extension of above-described 
operations in interstate commerce between Texas City and 
Galveston, Tex. Certificate denied without prejudice to regis- 
tration of Texas certificate authorizing intrastate operations 
between these points. 

MC 50066, M. J. Armstrong & Co., common carrier appli- 
cation. By Examiner T. Naftalin. Served April 12. Public 
convenience and necessity found not to require continuance of 
operation by applicants as a common carrier of beer, in kegs 
or barrels, returned empty beer containers, sugar, fruit, produce 
and agricultural products, between Burlington and Middlebury, 
Vt., on the one hand, and West Haven, Conn., Boston, Mass., 
Newark, N. J., and New York, Rochester, Syracuse, and Utica, 
N. Y., on the other. Application denied and operations ordered 
discontinued. 

MC 50282, Raymond Heath, contract carrier application. 
By joint board No. 36, composed of J. W. Greenleaf of Kansas 
and A. J. Snedeker of Missouri. Served April 12. Application 
for a permit to operate as a contract carrier of commodities 
generally between points in the states of Kansas and Missouri 
over irregular routes, denied, for want of prosecution. 

MC 50473, Frank Janesofsky, common carrier application. 
By joint board No. 50, composed of Richard E. Conour of 
Colorado and M. J. Foley of Wyoming. Served April 12 
For-hire transportation in which applicant proposes to engage 
would consist exclusively of the transportation of live stock and 
agricultural commodities, not including manufactured products 
thereof. A certificate of public convenience and necessity al- 
thorizing such transportation is not required by, and may not 
properly be issued under, the motor carrier act, 1935. Cer 
tificate denied. 

MC 50878, Thomas Williams, common carrier application. 
By Examiner C. I. Kephart. Served April 12. Public com 
venience and necessity found to require operation by applicant 
as a common carrier of household goods, over irregular routes, 
between Westfield and Springfield, Mass., and environs, 
points in the states of Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, New 
York, Connecticut and Rhode Island. Certificate granted. 

MC 77129, Henry G. Puffer, common carrier ‘application 
By Examiner C. I. Kephart. Served April 12. Public com 
venience and necessity found to require operation by applicant 
as a common carrier of commodities generally over irregulat 
routes between the West River Valley part of Windham County, 
Vt., and points in New Hampshire as far north as State High 
way 9, in Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut and t 
New York, N. Y., via southwestern Connecticut. Certificaté 
granted. 

MC 86027, Elias Simon, common carrier application. BY 
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Examiner Paul R. Naefe. Served April 12. Public convenience 
and necessity found to require continuance of operation by 
applicant as a common carrier of household goods, over ir- 
regular routes, between points located in the states of Con- 
necticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Rhode Island, 
and Vermont. Certificate granted. 

MC 86101, Melvin Bare, common carrier application. By 
joint board No. 138, composed of Mike P. Conway of Iowa and 
Robert E. Powell of Nebraska. Served April 12. Application 
for certificate to operate as a common carrier of commodities 
generally, between points in Iowa and Nebraska, denied for 
want of prosecution. 

MC F-36, Red Arrow Freight Lines, Inc., purchase of 
operating rights of G. C. Charlton; property and operating 
rights of John Beard dba Trinity-Houston Truck Line; property 
and operating rights of Clifford Wortham, dba Wortham Motor 
Freight; and capital stock, property and operating rights of 
Arrow Motor Freight Lines, Inc. By joint board No. 77, com- 
posed of C. V. Terrell of Texas. Served April 9. Purchase by 
Red Arrow Freight Lines, Inc., of operating rights of G. C. 
Charlton; property and operating rights of John Beard, dba 
Trinity-Houston Truck Line; property and operating rights of 
Clifford Wortham, dba Wortham Motor Freight and capital 
stock, property and operating rights of Arrow Motor Freight 
Lines, Inc., approved and authority. 

MC 50972, Oldfield Transfer Co., common carrier applica- 
tion. By joint board No. 192, composed of A. J. Snedeker of 
Missouri and Robert E. Powell of Nebraska. Served April 9. 
Application for a certificate of public convenience and neces- 
sity to operate as a common carrier of commodities generally 
between Tecumseh, Neb., and St. Joseph, Mo., denied for want 
of prosecution. 

MC 86255, Frank Vogel, common carrier application. By 
joint board No. 138, composed of Mike P. Conway of Iowa 
and Robert E. Powell of Nebraska. Served April 9. Applica- 
tion for certificate as common carrier of commodities generally, 
between points in Iowa and Nebraska, denied for want of 
prosecution. 

MC 50101, Thomas Edward Bodmer, common carrier ap- 
plication. By joint board No. 68, composed of James L. Martin 
of the District of Columbia, Harold E. West of Maryland, and 
H. Lester Hooker of Virginia. Served April 10. Application for 
certificate authorizing operations as a common carrier between 
Ashburn, Va., and Baltimore, Md., and between points in 
Loudon County, Va., on the one hand, and points in Maryland 
on the other hand, denied. Permit authorizing operation by 
applicant as a contract carrier between Ashburn and Baltimore 
via Washington, D. C., over U. S. Highways Nos. 1 and 211 
and Virginia State Highway No. 7 and between points in Lou- 
don County, Va., on the one hand, and points in Maryland, 
on the other hand, via irregular routes, granted. 

MC 50348, Claude E. Jones, contract carrier application. 

By joint board No. 140, composed of Ernest E. Blincoe of 
Kansas, John C. Highberger of Missouri, and Robert E. Powell 
of Nebraska. Served April 10. Operation by applicant as a 
contract carrier of construction machinery and equipment be- 
tween points in Kansas, Missouri and Nebraska, over irregular 
routes, found not consistent with the public interest and the 
policy declared in section 202 (a) of the motor act, 1935. Per- 
mit denied and operations ordered discontinued. 
_. MC 50479, M. M. Melchert, contract carrier application. By 
joint board No. 36, composed of Ernest E. Blincoe of Kansas 
and John C. Highberger of Missouri. Served April 10. Applica- 
tion for a permit to operate as a contract carrier of property 
of special commodities between Ottawa, Kan., and Kansas 
City, Mo., over a specified route, dismissed at request of 
applicant. 


MC 50504, Clarence Moorman, common carrier application. 

By joint board No. 36, composed of J. W. Greenleaf of Kansas 
and A. J. Snedeker of Missouri. Served April 10. Public con- 
venience and necessity found not to require continuance of 
operations by applicant as a common carrier of commodities 
generally, between points in Dickinson and Saline Counties, 
Kan., and points in Missouri. Certificate denied, and operations 
ordered discontinued. 
_ MC 86042, Elmer Rickabaugh, contract carrier applica- 
ton. By joint board No. 138, composed of Mike P. Conway of 
lowa and Robert E. Powell of Nebraska. Served April 10. Ap- 
plication for permit as contract carrier of commodities gen- 
erally, between points in Iowa and Nebraska, denied for want 
of prosecution. 

MC F-86, Eastern Michigan Motorbuses, acquisition of con- 
trol of Great Lakes Motor Bus Co. By joint board No. 57, 
Composed of Harold J. Waples of Michigan and Eldon J. Hopple 
of Ohio. Served April 12. Acquisition by Eastern Michigan 
Motorbuses of control of Great Lakes Motor Bus Co. by pur- 
chase of its capital stock, approved and authorized. 

{ MC F-136, Union Bus Lines, Inc., purchase of operating 
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rights and property of Joe Amberson, dba Union Bus Lines. 
By joint board No. 77, composed of C. V. Terrell of Texas. 
Served April 14. Purchase by Union Bus Lines, Inc., of operat- 
ing rights and property of Joe Amberson, dba Union Bus Lines, 
approved and authorized, subject to conditions. 

MC 3575, Bernd Trux, Inc., common carrier application and 
extension of operations. By joint board No. 141, composed 
of Harry A. Barr of Illinois, Frank W. Matson of Minnesota 
and A. R. McDonald of Wisconsin. Served April 14. Applicant 
found entitled to continue operation as a common carrier of 
commodities generally, with certain exceptions, over specified 
routes between certain points in Illinois, Minnesota, and Wis- 
consin by reason of having been engaged in such operation 
on June 1, 1935, and continuously since that date. Public con- 
venience and necessity found to require operation by applicant 
as a common carrier of commodities generally, in interstate 
commerce, over a specified route between Milwaukee and Beloit, 
Wis. Public convenience and necessity found not to require 
operation by applicant as a common carrier of commodities 
generally, between certain points in Illinois and Wisconsin. 
Appropriate certificate ordered issued. Application denied in 
other respects and operations ordered discontinued. 


MC 10897, Acme Freight Lines, Inc., extension of opera- 
tions. By joint board No. 102, composed of Eugene S. Matthews 
of Florida, Jud P. Wilhoit of Georgia and Porter Dunlap of 
Tennessee. Served April 14. Public convenience and neces- 
sity found not to require continuance of operation by applicant 
as a common carrier of commodities generally between At- 
lanta, Ga., and Chattanooga, Tenn., and between Jacksonville 
and Tampa, Fla. Application denied and discontinuance of op- 
eration ordered. 

MC 20004, J. T. Hackney, broker application. By Examiner 
Richard Yardley. Served April 14. Applicant found not to be a 
broker within the meaning of the motor carrier act, 1935. 
License authorizing him to arrange for the transportation of 
commodities generally in interstate commerce, denied and op- 
erations ordered discontinued. 

MC 50035, Joe Shankman, common carrier application. By 
joint board No. 38, composed of J. C. Pinnix of Arkansas and 
Porter Dunlap of Tennessee. Served April 14. Public con- 
venience and necessity found not to require operation by ap- 
plicant as a common carrier of commodities generally over a 
circular route from Memphis, Tenn., through Forrest City 
Marianna and Lehi, Ark., returning to Memphis. Certificate 
denied. 

MC 50122, William Brinkmann, common carrier application. 
By joint board No. 67, composed of Thomas L. Hanson of New 
Jersey and Russell Wolfe of Pennsylvania. Served April 14. 
Application for certificate to operate as a common carrier of 
fertilizer between Allentown, Pa., and Carteret, N. J., over 
specified route, denied for want of prosecution. 

MC 50607, Herman Rabinowitz, common carrier applica- 
tion. By Examiner A. J. Sullivan. Served April 14. Public 
convenience and necessity found to require operation by ap- 
plicant as a common carrier of specified commodities over 
irregular routes from Philadelphia, Pa., to points within 100 
miles thereof in New York, New Jersey, Delaware, and Mary- 
land. Certificate granted. 

MC 50689, Grant C. Shaffer, common carrier application. 
By Examiner A. J. Sullivan. Served April 14. Application for 
a certificate to operate as common carrier to coal, feeds and 
fertilizers, between New Bethlehem, Pa., on the one hand, and 
Jamestown, Hamburg and Buffalo, N. Y., on the other, denied 
for want of prosecution. 

MC 50894, Beny Yasiulewicz, common carrier application. 
By Examiner A. J. Sullivan. Served April 14. Application for a 
certificate to operate as a common carrier of coal from Fellow 
Township, Pa., to points in New York, denied for want of 
prosecution. 

MC 50965, C. A. Broehl, contract carrier application. By 
joint board No. 19, composed of Homer Hoch of Kansas and 
Robert E. Powell of Nebraska. Served April 14. Application 
for a permit to operate as a contract carrier of salt between 
Lyons, Kans., and points in eastern Nebraska, except Omaha, 
denied for wanted of prosecution. 

MC 50997, Harold Maynard, common carrier application. 
By joint board No. 138, composed of Mike P. Conway of Iowa 
and Robert E. Powell of Nebraska. Served April 14. Applica- 
tion for certificate as common carrier of commodities generally 
between points in Iowa and Nebraska, denied for want of 
prosecution. 

MC F-126, Short Way Lines, Inc., purchase of operating 
rights of H. D. Van Normun, B. L. Denbrock, J. E. Stein and C. A. 
Ladig, dba Central Coach Lines. By joint board No. 9, composed 
of Emerson R. Boyles of Michigan, Noel F. George of Ohio and 
Samuel L. Trabue of Indiana. Served April 15. Purchase of Short 
Way Lines, Inc., of operating rights between Fort Wayne, Ind., 
and Lansing, Mich., from H. D. Van Normun, B. L. Denbrock, 
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J. E. Stein, and C. A. Ladig, dba Central Coach Lines, approved 
and authorized. 

MC 2601 and MC 86248, Allan J. Kayser, contract carrier 
applications. By joint board No. 43, composed of Richard E. 
Conour of Colorado and Floyd F. Shields of Kansas. Served April 
15. Applicant found to have failed to establish the right to a per- 
mit as a contract carrier, of petroleum products between points 
in the states of Colorado and Kansas under the “grandfather” 
clause provisions of section 209 (a) of the motor carrier act, 
1935. Permit denied. Operation by applicant as a contract car- 
rier of gasoline, kerosene, and distillate, in tank-truck loads, over 
specified routes from Augusta and McPherson, Kan., to Denver, 
Colo., and intermediate points in Colorado, found consistent with 
the public interest and with the policy declared in section 202 (a) 
of the motor carrier act, 1935. Permit granted. Application in 
all other respects denied. 

MC 50575, Glen Pember, contract carrier application. By 
Examiner A. S. Parker. Served April 15. Operation by applicant 
as a contract carrier of live stock and various other commodities 
over irregular routes between certain points in Kansas, on the 
one hand, and points in Colorado, Missouri and Nebraska, on the 
other, found not consistent with the public interest or the policy 
—_ in section 202 (a) of the motor carrier act, 1935. Permit 

enied. 

MC 36105, George P. Runey, extension of operations. By 
joint board No. 196, composed of Frank W. Hanft of North Caro- 
lina, John C. Coney of South Carolina, and H. E. Ketner of Vir- 
ginia. Served April 15. Operation by applicant as a contract car- 
rier of cotton bagging, cotton ties, and general merchandise be- 
tween points in Virginia, North Carolina and South Carolina, over 
irregular routes, found not to be consistent with the public inter- 
est and with the policy declared in section 202 (a) of the motor 
carrier act, 1935. Permit denied. 

MC 50906, Samuel Dretar, common carrier application. By 
Examiner A. J. Sullivan. Served April 15. Application for cer- 
tificate to operate as a common carrier of coal from Peckville 
and Jessups, Pa., to Binghamton, N. Y., denied for want of prose- 
cution. 

MC 86292, Levy P. Morrow, common carrier application. By 
Examiner Richard Yardley. Served April 15. Application for a 
certificate authorizing operation as a common carrier of baled 
cotton, cottonseed, and peanuts and their products, commercial 
fertilizer, between Elba, Enterprise, Troy, Mobile, Dothan and 
Montgomery, Ala., and Pensacola, Fla., over irregular routes, 
denied for want of prosecution. 


COMMISSION ORDERS 


No. 21939, sand, gravel and crushed stone from Indiana and Illi- 
nois points to destinations in Illinois; |. & S. No. 3093, sand, gravel 
and crushed stone from Indiana points to destinations in Illinois. 
On further consideration of the record in these proceedings and on 
consideration of petition of Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago and St. 
Louis Ry. (The New York Central R. R., lessee), the order of Jan. 
12, 1932, as subsequently modified is further modified so as to permit 
the publication, by the above-named respondent, from and to its 
stations as hereinafter indicated, on not less than 10 days’ notice, of 
rates of 85 cents on sand and gravel from Terre Haute, Ind., to sta- 
tions from Billet, Ill., to Keensburg, IIl., both inclusive, and on sand 
and gravel from Kern, Ind., and crushed stone from Greencastle, Ind., 
to stations from Duncanville, Ill., to Keensburg, IIll., both inclusive. 

Finance No. 11531, application of Louisiana & Arkansas Ry. to 
purchase the properties of the Rock Island, Arkansas & Louisiana 
R. R. Motion of the Railway Labor Executives’ Association for con- 
solidation of said proceeding with Finance No. 10028, Chicago, Rock 
Island and Pacific Ry. reorganization proceedings, denied. 

Fourth Section Application No. 15521, tobacco to Houston, Tex. 
Proceedings in fourth section application No. 15521, Tobacco to Hous- 
ton, Tex., 204 I. C.C. 519 and 2101. C. C. 284 and 4th section application 
No. 16416 are reopened and assigned for further hearing at such time 
and place as the Commission may hereafter direct, solely on the ques- 
tion of the propriety of modifying fourth section order No. 11726, 
tobacco to Houston, Tex., as amended, entered in said proceedings, 
so as to permit the maintenance of lower rates from Winston-Salem, 
Reidsville, and Durham, N. C., and Richmond, Va., to Houston, Tex., 
than from intermediate points. 

No. 26822, Utah Coal Operators Association vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. 
et al. Petitions filed by the Northern Wyoming Coal Operators As- 
sociation, the Southern Wyoming Coal Operators Association, the 
Wyoming Public Service Commission, and by the defendants other 
than the Denver and Rio Grande Western R. R. and the Utah Ry. 
for rehearing, reargument and reconsideration, denied. 

No. 27646, State Docks Commission et al. vs. G. M. & N. R. R. 
et al. Panama City Chamber of Commerce permitted to intervene. 

No. 26665, Fort Smith & Western Ry. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
Petition filed by complainant and interveners Sun Maid Raisin Growers 
Association, National Tea Co., The Great Atlantic and Pacific Tea 
Co., The Kroger Grocery and Baking Co., Stokely Brothers and Co., 
United Buyers Corporation, National Retail Owned Grocers, Inc., Coast 
Fishing Co., Hovden Food Products Corporation and The Merchants 
Service Corporation, for reconsideration and reargument, denied. 

No. 26901, Burnham Boiler Corporation vs. C. R. R. of N. J. et al. 
Petition filed by complaint on Feb. 8, for reconsideration in certain 
respects, denied. 

Finance No. 11066, New York Central R. R. abandonment; Finance 
No. 11202, New York Central R. R. operation. Certificate dated March 
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8, authorizing abandonment of segments and trackage rights in lieu 
thereof modified and made effective Oct. 1. Tariffs applying over 
involved trackage authorized to be canceled on 10 days’ notice. 

No. 13413, in the matter of automatic train control devices. Pe- 
tition filed by the trustees of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Ry. 
to be relieved of further maintenance and operation of certain auto- 
matic train control devices assigned for hearing before Commissioner 
McManamy at Washington, D. C., at 10 a. m., May 7. 

No. 27648, Ashland Coal & Ice Co., Inc., et al. vs. A. C. L. R. R, 
et al. The State Port Authority of Virginia permitted to intervene. 

No. 27667, Burrus Feed Mills et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al, 
Amarillo Grain Exchange and Texas Industrial Traffic League per- 
mitted to intervene. 

No. 27669, Property Owners’ Committee et al. vs. C. & O. Ry, 
et al. The State Port Authority of Virginia permitted to intervene. 

1. & S. No. 4069, routing via Quanah, Acme & Pacific; No. 17000, 
part 8, rate structure investigation, cotton seed, its products and 
related articles. Petition of respondent rail carriers for reconsideration 
and vacation of orders of Feb. 8, denied. 

No. 17826, Gay, Sullivan & Co., Inc., vs. A. G. S. et al.; and a 
sub-number thereunder, Chris Reuter vs. Same. Order entered Jan- 
uary 25, as subsequently modified, further modified by vacating the 
provision that the order shall continue in force until the further order 
of the Commission. 

No. 26062, Traffic Bureau, Lynchburg Chamber of Commerce for 
Burruss Land & Lumber Co. vs. N. & W. et al. Proceeding reopened 
for further consideration. 

No. 26090, Fort Wayne Paper Box Co. vs. Wabash et al. Petition 
of Norman B. Pitcairn and Frank C. Nicodemus, Jr., receivers of 
defendant Wabash Ry., for reconsideration and modification of the 
order of April 7, denied. 

No. 27103, Joslyn Manufacturing & Supply Co. vs. Chicago Junc- 
tion et al. Petition of complainant for reconsideration and modification 
of the report on the record as made, denied. 

No. 27172, Home Oil & Refining Co. et al. vs. Ann Arbor et al; 
No. 27172, Sub. No. 1, W. E. Rice Co. et al. vs. Same; and No. 27367, 
E. L. DeMers, Inc., vs. Same. Petition of complainants for reconsidera- 
tion by the entire Commission and for modification of the order of 
Jan. 15, solely with respect to reparation, denied. 

No. 27227, James M. Brown Co. vs. Southern Pacific et al. Petition 
of defendants for reconsideration, denied. 

No. 27231, Charles E. Gibson, Inc., et al. vs. A. C. L. et al.; No. 
27176, Colley-Woods Co. vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. R. R. et al. Petition 
of complainant in No. 27231 for reconsideration in that case and peti- 
tion of complainant in No. 27176, for reconsideration in that case, 
denied. 

No. 27343, Stevens Brothers vs. Northern Pacific. 
opened for reconsideration on the record as made. 

No. 27343, Stevens Brothers vs. Northern Pacific. Petition of com- 
plainant for reconsideration, denied, in view of division 2 agreeing 
to reopen the case for reconsideration on the record as made. 

No. 27344, Neenah Paper Co. vs. C. & N. W. et al. Petition of 
complainant for reconsideration, denied. 


No. 27412, Fitzgerald Manufacturing Co. vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. 
et al. Petition of complainant for reconsideration, denied. 

No. 11950, Minnesota & Ontario Paper Co. et al. vs. Northern Pa- 
cific et al; No. 11981, Lake Superior Paper Co. et al. vs. A. & W. 
et al.; No. 12108, Wisconsin Traffic Association vs. C. & N. W. et al.; 
No. 11836, Wichita Board of Commerce at al. vs. Director General, 
as agent, et al.; No. 11846, Oklahoma Publishing Co. et al. vs. Same; 
No. 11846, Sub. No. 1, Times Publishing Co. et al. vs. Same; No. 11864, 
Okiahoma Paper Co. et al. vs. Same; No. 11028, Lake Superior Paper 
Co. et al. vs. Same; No. 14323, The Cities of Marshall and Jefferson, 
Tex., et al. vs. T. & P. et al.; No. 13535 et al., consolidated south- 
western cases, Corporation Commission of Oklahoma vs. A. & R. et al. 
(and associated cases, except Nos. 15217 and 15233, listed in the 
margin of the report, 123 I. C. C. 203); No. 21222, Carpenter Paper 
Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; No. 21332, Advance Bag & Paper 
Co., Inc., et al. vs. B. & O. et al.; No. 21306, Champion Coated Paper 
Co. et al. vs. A. G. S. et al.; No. 22415, Wichita Falls Chamber of 
Commerce vs. C. & E. I. et al. On consideration of the records in 
the above-entitled proceedings and on consideration of petition, as 
amended, of defendant southwestern lines and western trunk lines, 
order of July 30, 1936, as amended by order of Sept. 1, 1936, modified 
so as to extend as set forth therein the period of suspension of the 
outstanding orders in these proceedings until April 30, 1938, except 
in so far as said outstanding orders pertain to the ocean-rail rates 
prescribed in the 23rd supplemental report in No. 13535, Consolidated 
Southwestern Cases, 211 I. C. C. 601. 


No. 26007, Anderson Grain Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. and 
a sub-number thereunder, Anthony Farmers Cooperative Elevator Co. 
et al. vs. Same. Petition of complainants granted to the extent of 
permitting corroberative evidence on behalf of complainants in behalf 
of which some evidence of damage has already been submitted, and 
evidence of damage to the other complainants as to which no evidence 
has been submitted, and that the above-entitled proceedings be re 
opened for further hearing, but denied as to the sub-number to the 
extent that request was made to permit proof of shipments, to Buffalo 
Park, Kan. Motions of complainants to amend complaints in these 
proceedings will be assigned for hearing. 

No. 27667, Burrus Feed Mills et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. Fort 
Worth Grain and Cotton Exchange permitted to intervene. 

No. 27669, Property Owners’ Committee et al. vs. C. & O. et al. 
The Chamber of Commerce of Portland, Me., and Maine Traffic A& 
sociation permitted to intervene. 

MC 86343, William S. Elder, common carrier application. Order of 
Feb. 11, referring proceeding to joint board No. 164 for hearing and 
for recommendation of an appropriate order thereon and assigning 
the matter for hearing vacated and application dismissed on request 
of applicant. 


Proceeding re- 
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TERMINAL ALLOWANCE LITIGATION 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Arguments have been made in the so-called terminal allow- 
ance spotting and switching cases in the Supreme Court of the 
United States. Daniel W. Knowlton, chief counsel of the Com- 
mission, was designated to appear for the Commission and the 
government of the United States. John S. Burchmore and 
David Reed, former senator from Pennsylvania, appeared for 
the industries. The proceeding grew out of Ex Parte No. 104, 
Part II, in which many orders have been issued. 

The matter came to the highest court on appeal by the 
government and the Commission from a specially designated 
court for the western district of Pennsylvania. The lower court 
enjoined enforcement of the Commission’s orders. Those orders 
forbade the railroads to pay allowances to industries that did 
the switching and spotting of cars within the plants. The 
railroads, for years, had been paying allowances to industries, 
which, generally, used their own locomotives, to take cars from 
and to points where materials were needed for manufacture or 
products needed to be moved out, on the theory that their line- 
haul rates provided for such services. In view of the fact that 
the carrier did not complete the service, as the industries 
claimed, the carriers and the industries agreed that the railroads 
should make and pay allowances. The Commission ruled 
against them. 

From that court’s decision appeal was taken directly to the 
Supreme Court. Railroads appeared in the Supreme Court, as 
friend of the court and filed a brief. 

The proceedings, as designated on the appeal to the 
Supreme Court are No. 734, United States of America and 
Interstate Commerce Commission, appellants vs. American 
Sheet & Tin Plate Co., appellee; Same vs. Allegheny Steel Co., 
appellee; Same vs. Pittsburgh Plate Glass Co.; Same vs. Weir- 
ton Steel Co.; Same vs. West Leechburg Steel Co.; and Same 
vs. Pittsburgh Plate Glass Co. The glass company has plants 
in western Pennsylvania and in eastern Missouri, hence the 
duplication of its name. 

In the proceeding before the highest tribunal the question 
was whether the lower court erred in enjoining the orders of 
the Commission forbidding the payment by the railroads of 
allowances for the switching and spotting done by the indus- 
tries with their own engines, allegedly in lieu of service that 
should have been performed by the railroads. The industries 
have contended throughout that the railroads were urder obli- 
gation either to do this switching and spotting; that the rail- 
roads had elected to have the work done by each involved plant 
industry locomotives (except in one instance) and that the 
carriers were under obligation to make compensation. The 
one exception was the Weirton Steel Company. It did not use 
its own engines but hired engines to do the switching and spot- 
ting which the industries have claimed it was the obligation 
of the carriers to perform. 

The proceeding, of course, raises the question whether 
the Commission was right, when it decided that it was no 
part of the carrier duty to spot or switch cars beyond the 
interchange track; and that therefore the railroads, failing to 
do that, should pay the industries which did the work. 


FRUEHAUF TRAILER LABOR CASE 


_ The Supreme Court of the United States, April 12, in an 
opinion by Chief Justice Hughes in Nos. 420 and 421, National 
Labor Relations Board, petitioner, vs. Fruehauf Trailer Com- 
pany, on writs of certiorari to the U. S. Circuit Court of Appeals 
for the sixth circuit, upheld the national labor relations act 
as applied to the Fruehauf company, manufacturer of commer- 
cial trailers, parts and accessories. This decision followed 


other decisions on the same day in which the court upheld the 
validity of the act. 


RAILROADS AND SUPREME COURT 


The railroads have less reason than any other industry for 
concern over the proposed enlarging of the membership of the 
Supreme Court, according to Samuel O. Dunn, editor, Rail- 
way Age, in an address before the Central Railway Club at 
Buffalo, N. Y., April 13. Regardless of constitutional theories, 
he said, the court had not prevented and, perhaps, could not 
prevent application to the railroads of policies of regulation and 
g0vernment-subsidized competition “which have virtually left 
them at the mercy of Congress and its agencies.” 

“Even their supposed constitutional right to regulation that 
Would not be confiscatory has, in practice, been disregarded,” 
he continued. ‘The Commission, in 1922, held they were con- 
sututionally entitled to 5% per cent. In the subsequent 15 
years of prosperity and depression they have averaged only 
3% per cent. This experience shows their future will be de- 
termined very slightly by court decisions and almost entirely 
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by the public sentiment by which Congress, the Commission, 
and other agencies of government are controlled.” 

He said there was no question about what the public 
wanted. That was better transportation at a “cost it can rea- 
sonably afford to pay.” Legislative proposals in Congress, 
however, he pointed out, did not tend in that direction. He 
spoke specifically of the railway labor act and commented on 
the fact that, though it bound railroad management to bar- 
gain collectively in matter of wages, it did not so bind railroad 
workers in matters of hours of service and other things which 
they have taken directly to Congress. 

The entire future of the railroads, he said, depended “up- 
on the prevention of reduction or elimination of their still 
narrow margin between expenses and earnings.” Enormous 
increases in expenses, such as are now proposed in the “make- 
work” bills, he said, ‘‘mean government ownership and a huge 
railway deficit that could be paid only from increased taxation.” 


BUSSES AND LABOR ACT 


The Wagner national labor relations act, which created the 
National Labor Relations Board, was upheld April 12 by the 
Supreme Court of the United States as applied to the Wash- 
ington, Virginia and Maryland Coach Company, an interstate 
bus carrier, in a decision by Justice Roberts in No. 469, Wash- 
ington, Virginia and Maryland Coach Company, petitioner, vs. 
National Labor Relations Board. The case came before the 
court on writ of certiorari to the U. S. Circuit Court of Appeals 
for the fourth circuit, the judgment of which was affirmed. 
The opinion follows: 





In this case the petitioner, an operator of motor busses for the 
transportation of passengers and express for hire between points 
in the District of Columbia and in the state of Virginia, challenges 
the enforcement of the National Labor Relations Act against it as 
in contravention of the commerce clause and the Fifth and Seventh 
Amendments of the Constitution. 

Pursuant to a written charge filed with the National Labor Re- 
lations Board by Local No. 1079 of the Amalgamated Association 
of Street, Electric Railway and Motor Coach Employes of Amer- 
ica, a labor organization, the board issued a complaint alleging 
that the petitioner had discharged and refused to reinstate certain 
drivers and garage workmen because of their membership and ac- 
tivity in Local No. 1079 and that this constituted engaging in un- 
fair labor practices affecting commerce within the intent of Sec- 
tion 8, subsections (1) and (3), and Section 2, subsections (6) and 
(7) of the National Labor Relations Act.1 The petitioner appeared 
specially and filed a motion to dismiss the complaint on constitu- 
tional grounds, and, without waiving its objections to the Board’s 
jurisdiction, filed an answer substantially admitting the allegations 
of the complaint with respect to the interstate charatcer of its 
business, admitting the discharge and refusal to reinstate the em- 
ployes mentioned in the complaint, and alleging that its action was 
motivated by the employes’ inefficiency and not affected by their 
membership or activity in the union. The Board overruled the ob- 
jections to its jurisdiction, fully heard the case, received evidence 
offered by both parties, and at the conclusion of the hearing denied 
a motion to dismiss the proceeding on the ground that the evidence 
did not support the allegations of the complaint, except as to three 
of the twenty-one employes concerned as to whom the complaint was 
dismissed for lack of evidence. The Board rendered a decision setting 
forth its findings of fact and entered an order prohibiting the petitioner 
from discrimination against its employes based upon membership in 
a union or advocacy of collective bargaining and requiring the peti- 
tioner to restore eighteen of the discharged employes to their former 
positions with compensation for loss due to their discharge and to 
post notices to the effect that it would comply with the Board’s order.? 

Because of non-compliance with the order the Board filed a 
petition in the Circuit Court of Appeals for its enforcement. That 
court refused to disturb the findings of fact made by the Board, 
overruled the contentions as to unconstitutionality of the act as 
applied to petitioner and passed a decree enforcing the order.* 

While the petitioner, in its specifications of error, attacks the 
holding of the Circuit Court of Appeals that the act as applied 
does not violate the Fifth and Seventh Amendments, the argument 
in brief and at the bar was confined to two propositions: first, that 
the act is an attempt on the part of Congress to regulate labor 
relations in all employments whether interstate or intrastate, and as 
it is void as an attempted regulation of intrastate commerce the 
whole must fall because its provisions are inseverable; secondly, 
that the evidence does not sustain the findings and the Board com- 
mitted substantial error in the exclusion of evidence. 

First. No contention is made that the petitioner is other than 
an instrumentality of interstate commerce. It is engaged in inter- 
state transportation for hire. Our decisions in Texas and N. O. R. 
Co. vs. Brotherhood of Railway and Steamship Clerks, 281 U. S. 548, 
and The Virginian Railway Co. vs. System Federation No. 40, No. 
324, October Term, 1936, put beyond debate the validity of the statute 
as applied to the petitioner. The contention that the act on its face 
seeks to regulate labor relations in all employments, whether in in- 
terstate commerce or not, is plainly untenable. As we have had 

1July 5, 1935, c. 372; 49 Stat. 449; U. S. C. Sup. I, Tit. 29, §§ 
151, 7. 

21N. L. R. B. 769. 

$85 F. (2d) 990. 
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occasion to point out in decisions rendered this day the act limits 
the jurisdiction of the Board to instances which fall within the com- 
merce power and if the Board should exceed the jurisdiction con- 
ferred upon it, any party aggrieved is at liberty to challenge its 
action. 

Second. The petition for certiorari made no mention of any 
claim with respect to the sufficiency of the evidence to support the 
findings. In the light of this fact the question is not open for 
decision here.‘ But, were this not so, we should not review the facts, 
since Section 10 (e) of the act provides that ‘‘the findings of the 
Board as to the facts, if supported by evidence, shall be conclusive,’’ 
and there was substantial evidence to support the findings. 

This is not a case of alleged confiscation,’ nor is it one where the 
Board lacked jurisdiction,* for admittedly the petitioner’s activities 
are in interstate commerce. The complaint is merely of error in 
appreciating and weighing evidence. In the case of statutory pro- 
visions like Section 10 (e), applicable to other administrative tri- 
bunals, we have refused to review the evidence or weigh the testi- 
mony and have declared we will reverse or modify the findings only 
if clearly improper or not supported by substantial evidence.‘ The 
contentions respecting the rejection of evidence are not well founded. 

Third. The specifications of error addressed to other questions 
are answered by the decision of this court in National Labor Rela- 
tions Board vs. Jones & Laughlin Steel Corporation, No. 419, October 
Term, 1936, decided this day. 

The judgment is affirmed. 


* Alice State Bank vs. Houston Pasture Company, 247 U. S. 240, 
242; Helvering vs. Taylor, 293 U. S. 507, 511; Clark vs. Williard, 294 
U. S. 211, 216; Morehead vs. Tipaldo, 298 U. S. 587, 605. 

5Compare St. Joseph Stock Yards Co. vs. United States, 298 U. 
S. 38; Baltimore & Ohio R. Co. vs. United States, 298 U. S. 349, 368. 

‘Compare Crowell vs. Benson, 285 U. S. 22. 

‘Florida vs. United States, 292 U. S. 1, 12; Federal Trade Com- 
mission vs. Algoma Lumber Co., 291 U. S. 67, 73; Del Vecchio vs. 
Bowers, 296 U. S. 280; Acker vs. United States, 298 U. S. 426, 433, 434. 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


In I. and S. No. 4326, the Commission has suspended from 
April 10 until November 10, 1937, schedules in supplement No. 
6 to Erie I. C. C. No. 19524, and other tariffs. The suspended 
schedules propose to increase motor truck and water competi- 
tive rates on sulphur dichloride, in carloads, from Niagara 
Falls, N. Y., and related points to Cumberland (Amcelle), 
Baltimore, Md., and North Atlantic ports, an illustrative in- 
crease being from 27 to 29 cents from Niagara Falls to 
Amcelle (Cumberland), Md. 

In I. and S. No. M-110, the Commission has suspended 
from April 11 until July 10, 1937, schedules in supplement No. 
15 to MF I. C. C. No. 1 of Gulf States Express, Inc. The 
suspended schedules propose to establish increased and re- 
duced class rates between Atlanta and Decatur, Ga., on the 
one hand, and Akron, Barberton, Cuyahoga Falls, Mogadore 
and Wadsworth, O., on the other hand. The following is il- 
lustrative. 


Between Atlanta, Ga., and the Ohio Points Above Named 





-- Classes 
1 2 3 4 5 6 
iid kp aAdkne ee nnke 179 151 122 104 ad 
CE witnvcthosexake 179 152 125 98 81 72 


*No rate. 


In I. and S. No. 4327, the Commission has suspended from 
April 17 until November 17 schedules in the New York Central 
(Line West) I. C. C. L. C. No. C-301. The suspended schedules 
propose to establish a provision whereby the New York Central 
will pay to the Dillonvale & Smithfield Railway Co. 15 cents a ton 
of 2,000 pounds on bituminous coal, in carloads, shipped from 
Dillonvale and Smithfield, O., to Port Maitland, Ohio. 

In I. and S. No. 4328, the Commission has suspended from 
April 14 until November 14, schedules in supplements 57 and 
58 to Pope’s I. C. C. No. 1395 (C. R. Young Series). The 
suspended schedules propose to reduce the present rates on 
cattle, in carloads, from Memphis, Tenn., and intermediate 
points to St. Louis, Mo., and points taking same rates, when 
moving via the Illinois Central, Missouri Pacific or St. Louis- 
San Francisco. An illustrative reduction is from 41 to 33 cents 
in the rate from Memphis, Tenn., to St. Louis, Mo. 

In I. and S. No. 4329, the Commission has suspended from 
April 14 until November 14, schedules in supplement 65 to 
Pope’s I. C. C. No. 1921 (C. R. Young Series). The suspended 
schedules propose to reduce the export rates on lumber and 
forest products, in carloads, from Akron, Boligee, Decatur and 
York, Ala., to New Orleans, La., Gulfport, Miss., Mobile, Ala., 
and Pensacola, Fla., and to exclude therefrom wharfage 
charges which are generally included in the present rates. The 
following is illustrative, rates being in cents a 100 pounds: 


From Akron, Ala., to Gulfport, Miss., present rate including whar- 
fage, 17; proposed rate including wharfage, 17. From Akron, Ala., to 
Mobile, Ala., present rate, 16; proposed rate, 16. From Akron, Ala., to 
New Orleans, La., present rate including wharfage, 17; proposed rate, 
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14%. From Decatur, Ala., to Gulfport, Miss., present rate including 
wharfage, 21144; proposed rate, 20. From Decatur, Ala., to Mobile, 
Ala., present rate including wharfage, 214%; proposed rate, 20. From 
Decatur, Ala., to New Orleans, La., present rate including wharfage 
21%; proposed rate, 20. 


In I. and S. No. M-111 the Commission has suspended 
from April 16, until July 15, schedules in supplements Nos. 17 
and 18 to joint tariff Willette’s MF-I. C. C. No. 7, Lawson's 
MF-I. C. C. No. 18. The suspended schedules propose to 
cancel distance class rates between points in Arkansas on the 
one hand and points in Missouri on the other hand. 

In I. and S. No. M-112 the Commission has suspended 
from April 15, until July 14, schedules in tariff MF-I. C. C. 
No. 2 of T. H. Rash, Inc. The suspended schedules propose 
to establish reduced rates on various commodities between 
Virginia, North Carolina, District of Columbia, Eastern Mary- 
land, Eastern and South Eastern Pennsylvania, West Central 
portion of New Jersey and South Eastern portion of New York. 

In I. and S. No. M-113 the Commission has suspended 
from April 15, until July 14, schedules in tariff MF-I. C. C. 
No. 2 of Wm. McCullough Transportation Co., Inc. The sus- 
pended schedules propose to establish changes in rates on paper 
and paper bags from Conshohocken and Philadelphia, Pa. to 
E. Rutherford, N. J. and from New York, N. Y. to Philadelphia, 
Pa., Trenton, N. J. Wilmington, Del. and Baltimore, Md. 

In I. and S. No. 4330, the Commission has suspended from 
April 15 until November 15, schedules in supplement 126 to 
Pennsylvania I. C. C. 573. The suspended schedules propose 
to increase the rates applicable on middlings, more or less 
saturated with oil (refuse from tin plate mills), in carloads, 
from Chicago, Ill., and Indiana Harbor, Ind., to destinations 
in Central Freight Association territory, including western 
termini and arbitrary points, from the grain by-products basis 
to the grain products basis. The following is illustrative: 


Rates in cents per 100 pounds from Chicago, Ill., to Pittsburgh, Pa., 
present rate 19.5, proposed rate 27. 


SOUTHWESTERN COLUMN RATES 


Secretary Bartel, in a letter to F. A. Leland, chairman of 
the Southwestern Freight Bureau about use of column ratings 
related to new and old first class or column 100 rates to and 
from points in the southwest, prescribed in the Consolidated 
Southwestern cases has told Mr. Leland the views of the Com- 
mission as to what might be done by the railroads under those 
findings. The letter follows: 


The Commission has considered the petition bearing date of Feb- 
ruary 20, 1937, filed on behalf of the southwestern defendants in the 
Consolidated Southwestern Cases seeking ‘‘such modification of the 
findings in the 22d supplemental report in the Consolidated Southwest- 
ern Cases as the Commission may deem necessary’’ to enable addi- 
tional articles to be made subject to percentages either of the old 
first-class (column 100) rates prescribed or approved in the original 
report in those cases, 123 I. C. C. 203, as modified by supplemental re- 
ports 1 to 20, inclusive, or of the new first-class (column 100) rates 
prescribed or approved in the 21st report, 205 I. C. C. 601, as modified 
by the twenty-second and twenty-fourth reports. 

So far as the findings of unreasonableness are concerned, without 
modification of the findings any commodity may be made subject to an 
appropriate percentage of the old column 100 rates, provided that in 
no case shall such rates exceed the new class rates subject to the 
Western classification from and to the same points. 

In original findings 1 to 11 undue prejudice and preference as be 
tween various points was found to exist. In finding 27 we required the 
removal of such undue prejudice and preference by the establishment 
of rates bearing the same percentage relations to one another as those 
reflected in the respective maximum reasonable column 100 rates pre- 
scribed or approved. By the twenty-first supplemental report all find- 
ings in prior reports were set aside in so far as they might prevent 
the establishment and maintenance of the new class rates therein pre 
scribed or approved. It is, therefore, the view of the Commission that 
without modification of the findings or orders defendants are free for 
the present to maintain rates on particular commodities bearing per- 
centage relations to either set of column 100 or first-class rates without 
being in violation of the findings, provided that in no case may any 
rate exceed the new class rate subject to the western classification 
from and to the same points. This letter may be understood to dis- 
pose of your petition. 





UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 


Report and order in F. D. No. 11516, Alabama & Florida Railroad 
Company acquisition, approving and authorizing acquisition and op- 
eration by the Alabama & Florida Railroad Gompany of the railroad 
properties in Houston county, Ala., and Jackson county, Fla., for 
merly owned by the Alabama, Florida & Gulf Railroad Company (con- 
ditions prescribed), and dismissing application for a certificate undef 
section 1 (18) of the interstate commerce act, approved. 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 11567, Birmingham & South- 
eastern Railroad Company abandonment, permitting abandonment by 
the Birmingham & Southeastern Railroad Company of certain parts 
of its line of rail road in Bullock, Macon, and Elmore counties, Ala. 
approved. 
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April 17, 1937 


Loss and Damage Decisions 
Traffic Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, 
published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. Copyright, 
1937, by West Publishing Co.) 


peer er ee 





TELEGRAPHS AND TELEPHONES 


(Supreme Judicial Court of Massachusetts, Worcester.) 
Senders of message held entitled to recover from telegraph 
company at least nominal damages for breach of its contractual 
duty to senders to transmit the message in form in which it 
was received. (Thayer vs. Western Union Telegraph Co., 6 
N. E. Rep. (2d) 821.) 

Senders of telegram held entitled to recover substantial 
damages from telegraph company for loss sustained by senders 
proximately caused by breach of the contractual duty of tele- 
graph company to transmit the message in form in which it 
was received, at least so far as such loss might reasonably 
have been within the contemplation of the parties as a prob- 
able result of the breach.—Ibid. 

In dealers’ action against telegraph company for loss sus- 
tained when their agent bought cream at an increased price 
because of error in transmitting message, evidence held to sup- 
port finding that there had been no express agreement as to 
price of cream, and that dealers fixed price, as regards whether 
dealers established any loss.—Ibid. 

In dealers’ action against telegraph company for loss sus- 
tained when their agent bought cream at an increased price 
because of error in transmitting message, absence of evidence 
of market value of the cream bought held not to preclude re- 
covery, where dealers parted with money to extent of the 
overpayment and there had been no express agreement as to 
what should be paid for cream.—lIbid. 

Dealers seeking to recover from telegraph company for 
loss sustained through error in transmitting of message were 
bound to be reasonably diligent in recouping their loss in order 
to minimize telegraph company’s damages, but were not re- 
quired to incur unreasonable inconvenience or expense, disor- 
ganize their business, or put themselves in a humiliating position 
or in one involving loss of honor and respect.—Ibid. 

In dealers’ action against telegraph company for loss sus- 
tained when dealers’ agent bought cream from farmers at an 
increased price due to error in transmission of message, evi- 
dence held to justify finding that transactions between dealers 
and farmers were carried on with the understanding that pay- 
ments were in final settlement and not on a running account 
as against contention that dealers, to minimize defendant’s 
damages, should have recouped loss by deducting overpayments 
from later settlements.—Ibid. 

In dealers’ action against telegraph company for loss sus- 
tained when their agent bought cream from farmers at an 
increased price due to error in transmission of message, dealers 
held not required to deduct amount of overpayment to each 
farmer from amount to be paid farmer on a later settlement 
in order to minimize defendant’s damages, where there was 


evidence that each payment was accepted as a final settle- 
ment.—Ibid. 





Miscellaneous Decisions 
Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, 
published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. Copyright, 
1937, by West Publishing Co.) 





REGULATION OF COMMON CARRIERS 


_ (Supreme Court ef Idaho.) State may impose on those 
using motor vehicles in state, though engaged in interstate 
commerce, a charge, registration, or license fee which is a fair 
contribution to the cost of constructing and maintaining high- 
ways and regulating traffic thereon (Const. U. S., art. 1, Sec. 
ee 3). (Geo. B. Wallace, Inc., vs. Pfost, 65 Pac. Rep. (2d) 
40. 

Statute taxing transportation of automobiles into state in 
caravans held not “to” unconstitutionally discriminate against 
interstate commerce or to deny nonresidents engaged in cara- 





The Traffic World 






PAGE 831 


vaning automobiles due process of law, or equal protection of 
laws, abridge their privileges and immunities, or deprive them 
of privileges and immunities enjoyed by citizens of state, in 
view of license taxes imposed on resident dealers (Laws 1935, 
2d Ex. Sess., c. 2; Code 1932, Sec. 48-130, as amended; Const. 
U. S. art. 1, Sec. 8, cl. 3; art. 4, Sec. 2; Amend. 14; Const. Idaho, 
art. 1, Sec. 13).—Ibid. 

Burden is on those attacking the tax on transportation of 
automobiles in caravans as discriminating against interstate 
commerce to plead and prove, not only that the tax is inappli- 
cable to interstate commerce, but that in actual practice it falls 
upon interstate commerce with economic weight dispropor- 
tionate to burden of taxation imposed on interstate commerce 
(Laws 1935, 2d Ex. Sess., c. 2, Sec. 1; Const. U. S. art. 1, Sec. 
8, cl. 3).—Ibid. 

Statute imposes tax on transportation of automobiles in 
caravans by both interstate automobile dealers and resident 
dealers engaged in same traffic (Laws 1935, 2d Ex. Sess., c. 2). 
—Ibid. 

Constitutional prohibition of dual taxation of property re- 
“_ only to ad valorem taxes (Const. Idaho art. 7, Sec. 5). 
—Ibid. 

Tax on transportation of automobiles in caravans is excise 
or license tax not within constitutional prohibition of dual 
es (Laws 1935, 2d Ex. Sess., c. 2; Const. Idaho c. 7, Sec. 

).—Ibid. 

Statute taxing transportation of automobiles in caravans 
does not unconstitutionally discriminate against resident dealers 
paying also a dealers’ license tax (Laws 1935, 2d Ex. Sess. c. 2, 
Sec. 1; Code 1932, Sec. 48-130, as amended; Const. U. S. Amend. 
14; Const. Idaho art. 1, Sec. 13).—lIbid. 

Court takes judicial notice that there are no manufacturing 
plants in the state for the building of automobiles and trans- 
porting them from within to without state.—Ibid. 

Such construction of statute as will sustain constitutionality 
if reasonably possible must be adopted.—Ibid. 





NORFOLK SOUTHERN ABANDONMENT 


Abandonment of parts of its lines by the Norfolk Southern 
has been authorized by the Commission, divison 4, in Finance 
No. 10934, Norfolk Southern Railroad Company receivers aban- 
donment of operation; and Finance No. 11013, Atlantic & North 
Carolina Railroad Company operation. 

A certificate has been issued permitting the receivers of 
the Norfolk Southern to abandon the line extending from More- 
head City to Beaufort, N. C., and to abandon operation of the 
line owned by the Atlantic and North Carolina, now operated 
as part of the Norfolk Southern, extending from Goldsboro to 
Morehead City, N. C. Application of the Atlantic & North Caro- 
lina Railroad Co., for authority to operate the last-mentioned 
line, has been dismissed. 

The receivers of the Norfolk Southern asked permission 
to abandon operation of the line owned by the Atlantic & North 
Carolina, about 96 miles long; and for permission to abandon 
that part of the railroad known as the Beaufort extension, ex- 
tending easterly from the southeasterly terminus of the line at 
Morehead City to Beaufort, a distance of 3.17 miles. The ap- 
plication of the Atlantic & North Carolina was for authority to 
operate the line owned by it. The Atlantic Company, the Com- 
mission said, had no alternative except to operate the line in 
question. Accordingly, the Commission said, the motion made by 
the Atlantic Company would be granted and an order entered dis- 
missing the application in Finance No. 11013. 

The Commission’s certificate, so far as it relates to aban- 
donment of the line between Morehead City and Beaufort, is 
the customary one providing for operation of the line marked 
for abandonment by any one willing to undertake the task buy- 
ing the property at not less than salvage value. 


RAIL CREDIT CORPORATION 


E. G. Buckland, president of the Railroad Credit Corpora- 
tion, has authorized the following statement: 


The Railroad Credit Corporation will make a liquidating distribu- 
tion of one per cent on April 30, 1937, amounting to $735,407. Of this 
amount $522,394 will be paid in cash and $213,013 will be credited on 
carriers’ indebtedness to the corporation. 

This will bring the total amount distributed to $52,213,903, or 
71 per cent of the fund originally contributed by the carriers participat- 
ing in the marshalling and distributing plan, 1931. Of this total 
$25,728,124 will have been returned in cash and $26,485,779 in credits. 





S. L.-S. F. REORGANIZATION 
The Commission, division 4, in Finance No. 10008, St. 
Louis-San Francisco Railway Co. reorganization, has fixed a 
maximum limit of $20,000 as compensation for special counsel 
to John G. Lonsdale, co-trustee of the company, for services in 
Previous report in this 


the so-called trust fund litigation. 
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matter is 207 I. C. C. 623. Lonsdale, the report said, employed 
special counsel, among whom were Frank A. Thompson and 
Ivan H. Light, the applicants in this proceeding for allowance 
as compensation. The applicants averred their services resulted 
in obtaining a compromise favorable to the trustees. The 
applicants, the report said, were of the view that a fair allow- 
ance as compensation for their services, including reimburse- 
ment for their office expenses, would be from $45,000 to $50,000. 
The Commission, however, said it concluded that for a final 
allowance of compensation for services rendered maximum 
limits of such allowance, of $20,000 should be approved as 
reasonable. 





AUTOMOBILES FOR EXPORT 


The Automobile Manufacturers Association in I. and S. No. 
4252, automobiles to southern and Canadian ports for export, 
asks the Commission to deny the petition of the United States 
carriers operating in official territory, also called eastern lines, 
to vacate the suspension order. The association contended that 
the petition of the eastern lines was based on _ insufficient 
grounds and ignored the chief objections of the association and 
other protestants. 

“In fairness to protestants, who are desirous of receiving a 
decision on issues raised by them,” says the association, “we 
believe the Commission would not be justified in granting the 
petition of eastern carriers and we ask that it be denied.” 


OCEAN-RAIL ARGUMENTS DENIED 


The Commission, by notice in No. 14880 et al., consoli- 
dated southwestern cases, ocean-rail rates, has told all parties 
in that proceeding further arguments will not be granted and 
the proceedings will stand submitted for decision. Secretary 
Bartel’s notice on the subject follows: 


Upon further hearings and oral argument in the above proceedings, 
revised ocean-rail rates were prescribed in the twenty-third supple- 
mental report, 211 I. C. C. 601. Upon petitions for certain modifica- 
tions of those findings the proceedings were reopened for reconsidera- 
tion on the present record. While not usual procedure, a proposed 
modified report has been served and all interested parties have been 
afforded opportunity to file exceptions and supporting briefs. Some 
of the exceptors have asked for the privilege of further oral argument. 

In the circumstances, oral argument having once been had, further 
argument will not be granted and the proceeding will stand sub- 
mitted for decision. . 





FREE DELIVERY OF CLOTHING 


A proposal of manufacturers in the coat and suit industry 
to eliminate free deliveries to freight forwarders, package 
consolidating companies, and resident buyers, effective in June, 
has met with a protest from the traffic group of the National 
Retail Dry Goods Association, voiced through Channing E. 
Sweitzer, managing director of the association. Such elimina- 
tion, he points out, will place the burden of local transporta- 
tion on absentee buyers who would find supervision difficult. 
It would divert shipments to parcel post and the manufacturer 
would still have to effect local delivery to post offices, he added. 
Finally, he pointed out, shipping by merchandise freight with 
railroad pick-up would be impracticable because the manufac- 
turer would have to anticipate the pick-up schedules of many 
railroads and would have to deliver his merchandise to side- 
walks where the railroads trucks could pick them up. Generally 
speaking, he concluded, the abandonment of the service would 
not save manufacturers money and would add to the transporta- 
tion expense of the retailer. 


CENTRAL PACIFIC ABANDONMENT 


Examiner Jerome K. Lyle, in Finance No. 11285, Central 
Pacific Railway Co. et al. abandonment, has recommended that 
the Commission, division 4, permit abandonment by the Central 
Pacific Railway Co. of part of a branch in Mineral County, Nev., 
and Mono County, Calif., and abandonment of operation there- 
of by the Southern Pacific Co. lessee. The line in question is 
that part of the so-called Mina branch, extending from Tonopah 
Junction to Benton, a distance of approximately 50 miles, called 
the segment. Opposition to abandonment was made by the 
Public Service Commission of Nevada, mining and commercial 
interests and labor organizations representing employes in serv- 
ice on the line. The segment is a part of a narrow gage line 
extending from Mina, Nev., to Keeler, Calif., a distance of ap- 
proximately 151 miles, constructed by the Carson & Colorado 
Railroad Co. in 1880 to 1883 and acquired by the Central Pa- 
cific, a Southern Pacific subsidiary, in 1912. It is now operated 
under lease by the Southern Pacific. The examiner said that in 
February, 1934, the Commission denied an application by the 
applicants, asking permission to abandon the part of the nar- 
row gage line from Tonopah Junction to Toms, Nev., a distance 
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of 76 miles, pending a further hearing, because the testimony 
in the case indicated that if the price of silver increased (which 
since the hearing had become a fact) there would be a marked 
increase in the traffic over the line through a renewed activity 
in the silver mines located on the line. The examiner said the 
continued operation of the segment under the circumstances 
disclosed in this record would impose an unnecessary and undue 
burden on interstate commerce. 


RAILROAD EARNINGS 


Preliminary reports from 94 class I railroads, representing 
82.8 per cent of total operating revenues received and made 
public April 14 by the Association of American Railroads, show 
that those railroads, in March, 1937, had estimated operating 
revenues amounting to $311,356,969 compared with $255,188,710 
in the same month of 1936 and $373,310,257 in the same month 
in 1930. Operating revenues of those roads in March, 1937, 
were 22 per cent above those for March, 1936, but 16.6 per 
cent below March, 1930, according to the association, which 
adds: 


Freight revenues of ‘the 94 Class I railroads in March, 1937, 
amounted to $260,943,051, compared with $208,230,557 in March, 1936, 
and $287,915,513 in March, 1930. 

Freight revenues in March, 1937, were 25.3 per cent above the same 
month of 1936, but 9.4 per cent below the same month in 1930. 

Passenger revenues, in March, 1937, according to these preliminary 
reports from 94 Class I railroads, totaled $28,638,982, compared with 
$24,980,500 in March, 1936, and $51,153,023 in March, 1930. For the 
month of March, 1937, they were 14.6 per cent above the same month 
of 1936, but 44 per cent below the same month in 1930. 


Eastern District 


Thirty-six Class I railroads, representing 91.1 per cent of total op- 
erating revenues in the Eastern District, in March, 1937, had estimated 
operating revenues of $176,319,038, compared with $139,416,191 in March, 
1936, and $204,740,994 in March, 1930. Operating revenues of the 36 
Class I railroads in the Eastern District in March, 1937, were 26.5 per 
cent above the same month of 1936, but 13.9 per cent below March, 1930, 

Freight revenues of those railroads in March, 1937, amounted to 
$147,989,794 compared with $111,564,375 in March, 1936, and $155,- 
020,087 in March, 1930. Freight revenues of those railroads in March, 
1937, were 32.6 per cent above the same month in 1936, but 4.5 per cent 
below the same period in 1930. 

Passenger revenues of those roads in March, 1937, totaled $17,513,- 
851 compared with $15,749,014 in March, 1936, and $30,753,065 in March, 
1930. Passenger revenues in March, 1937, showed an increase of 11.2 
per cent, compared with March, 1936, but a decrease of 43.1 per cent 
compared with March, 1930. 


Southern District 


Twenty Class I railroads, representing 64.9 per cent of total oper- 
ating revenues in the Southern District, had estimated operating rev- 
enue in March, 1937, of $33,550,479 compared with $27,694,588 in March, 
1936, and $39,840,207 in March, 1930. Operating revenues of the 2 
Class I railroads in the Southern District in March, 1937, were 21.1 
per cent above the same month of 1936, but 15.8 per cent below March, 
1930. 

Freight revenues of those railroads in March, 1937, amounted to 
$27,935,512 compared with $22,896,186 in March, 1936, and $31,532,375 
in March, 1930. Freight revenues of those railroads, in March, 1937, 
were 22 per cent above the same month in 1936, but 11.4 per cent below 
the same month in 1930. 

Passenger revenues of those roads in March, 1937, totaled $2,993,317 
compared with $2,481,743 in March, 1936, and $5,091,394 in March, 1930, 
being 20.6 per cent above March, 1936, but 41.2 per cent below March, 
1930. 


Western District 


Thirty-eight Class I railroads, representing 78.3 per cent of total 
operating revenues in the Western District, had estimated operating 
revenues in March, 1937, of $101,487,452, compared with $88,077,931 in 
March, 1936, and $128,729,056 in March, 1930. Operating revenues of 
the 38 Class I railroads in the Western District in March, 1937, were an 
increase of 15.2 per cent compared with the same month of 1936, but 4 
reduction of 21.2 per cent compared with March, 1930. 

Freight revenues of those railroads in March, 1937, amounted to 
$85,017,745 compared with $73,769,996 in March, 1936, and $101,363,051 
in March, 1930. Freight revenues of those railroads in March, 1937, were 
15.2 per cent above the same month in 1936, but 16.1 per cent below the 
same month in 1930. 

Passenger revenues of those roads in March, 1937, totaled $8,131- 
814 compared with $6,749,743 in March, 1936, and $15,308,564 in March, 
1930. Passenger revenues in March, 1937, were 20.5 per cent above those 
for March, 1936, but 46.9 per cent below March, 1930. 


REPRESENTATION OF EMPLOYES 


The National Mediation Board has certified that the Broth- 
erhood of Railway and Steamship Clerks, Freight Handlers, Ex- 
press and Station Employes has been designated to represent 
clerical, office, station, yard and storehouse employes, including 
telephone operators and foremen who do not exercise supervision 
through sub-foremen, of the Florida East Coast Railway. In af 
election the brotherhood received 318 votes and the Florida East 
Coast Railway Clerks’ Association received 132 votes. 
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HOUSE PASSES PETTENGILL BILL 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


The House late April 14 passed the Pettengill bill repeal- 
ing the long-and-short-haul clause of the fourth section of the 
interstate commerce act by a record vote of 268 to 120. All 
amendments offered were voted down. The measure was sent 
to the Senate, where it will be considered by the interstate 
commerce committee. This was the second time the House 
had passed the bill. 

Representative Cole, of Maryland, offered an amendment, 
in the nature of a substitute, which simply would have re- 
enacted the existing law minus the equidistant clause which 
opponents and proponents of the Pettengill bill wished elim- 
inated. The Cole substitute was rejected by a teller vote of 
112 to 96. 

Chairman Bland, of the committee on merchant marine and 
fisheries, offered several amendments designed to restrict the 
effect of the bill, but all were voted down. 

Representative Gearhart, of California, offered several 
amendments which were rejected. One would have required 
reduced rates to be reasonably compensatory. It was rejected 
by a vote of 103 to 63. 

A motion made by Representative Bulwinkle, of North 
Carolina, to recommit the bill to committee with instructions 
to report the bill with the Cole equidistant amendment was de- 
feated, 145 to 103. 

Two hours of general debate preceded passage by the House 
of the Pettengill bill. In this debate members for and against 
the bill made arguments along lines heretofore made in the 
hearings before the interstate commerce committees and in 
the reports on the bill. The fact that the bill was supported 
by the railroad brotherhoods was brought out. 

Proponents of the measure will now seek action by the 
Senate interstate commerce committee of which the Montana 
senator, Mr. Wheeler, is chairman. At the last session of Con- 
gress hearings were held by this committee but they were not 
concluded and no action was taken by the committee. The 
opposition of Senator Wheeler to the bill is regarded as the 
most formidable obstacle to obtaining action in the committee 
to bring the measure before the Senate. 


TRANSPORT ASSOCIATION PROGRESS 


At a meeting of the executive committee of the Transporta- 
tion Association of America at Chicago, April 12, Benjamin F. 
Affieck, Chicago, and Spencer Penrose, Broadmore, Col., were 
added to the association’s board of directors. 

The committee accepted the report of Donald D. Conn, execu- 
tive vice-president, in which he reviewed the progress of the 
association in its second year, ended April 16. The report showed 
the corporate membership as of April 10 to be 517, divided among 
agriculture with 85, industry with 261, finance with 65, and 
transportation with 106. Of the transportation membership, 61 
were held by Class I railroads and 45 by highway, air, and water 
transportation and warehousing interests. The report said that, 
of the 319 corporations that assumed membership in the first 
year of the organization’s existence, all but nine renewed their 
memberships in the second year and of these nine, four had gone 
through bankruptcy. 

Other significant parts of the report were as follows: 


Probably no national movement ever undertaken has heretofore 
been successfully launched without initial underwriting or without 
obligating the future course of its program to one or more self-inter- 
ested groups. The association has accepted no financial assistance 
from any source which impels the special recognition of the views 
or desires of any interest in its membership. Formulas for subscrip- 
tions have been developed with due regard to the size and financial 
position of various industries but the general basis has been main- 
tained at a very low level and the same right of rate has been accorded 
to all sustaining members regardless of the amount of the annual dues 
subscribed. The aim of the management is ultimately to spread the 
expense of operation over every segment of production and distribution 
throughout the country, creating as truly a public and impartial 
organization as it is possible to construct. It should constantly be 
emphasized that the prime theory of this movement is to impress 
upon the entire public that the principle of private enterprise must 
be upheld and defended by all alike and that such a responsibility 
does not rest with any single part of our national economy. The as- 
Sociation, with its definite and specific objectives, affords a properly 
constituted medium through which all who believe in this fundamental 
en doctrine may join together for common expression and 

May I direct your attention to the views of at least 75 per cent 
of our voting membership, expressed to me as I meet with their ex- 
€cutives throughout various parts of the country. Their hope and 
faith in this association is based upon the fundamental belief that we 
can extend the effectiveness of our program far beyond the superficial 
Coverage of those who are already in agreement with our aims and 
objects, that we can reach the millions of Americans who are be- 
Wildered in the turn of events during the past decade but if acquainted 


OO 





with the facts of a given economic problem will no longer follow a 
blind and destructive leadership. People are primarily concerned with 
the destiny of the principle of private ownership applicable to all 
business, large and small, and our problem is convincingly to present 
this program as the first step necessary to uphold that principle for 
every form of enterprise. 


The report recommended that the committee prepare and 
submit to the association’s board of directors an amendment to 
the by-laws extending voting privileges to all corporation and 
partnership memberships regardless of the amount of their 
dues. Hitherto, voting privileges have been restricted to mem- 
bers whose dues were $50 a year or more. The committee ac- 
cepted the recommendation. 

The board elected to membership in the association the 
following firms and inviduals, applications from whom had been 
received since November, 1936: 


New York, New Haven & Hartford Railroad; Consolidated Coal 
Co., St. Louis; Pickands, Mather & Co., Cleveland, O.; Interlake Steam- 
ship Co., Cleveland, O.; Red River Lumber Co., Minneapolis, Minn.; 
Inland Steel Co., Chicago, Ill.; National City Bank of New York; J. 
& W. Seligman & Co., New York City; Union Trust Co., Pittsburgh, 
Pa.; Arthur Curtiss James, New York City; Brown Brothers & Harri- 
man, New York City; The Virginian Railway; Gulf, Mobile & North- 
ern Railroad Co.; Bessemer & Lake Erie Railroad Co.; Boston & 
Maine Railroad; Maine Central Railroad; Kansas City Southern Rail- 
way Co.; Winton Lumber Co., Minneapolis, Minn.; Farmers Deposit Na- 
tional Bank, Pittsburgh, Pa.; Fleischmann Transportation Co., New 
York City; American Arch Co., New York City; M. A. Hanna Co., 
Cleveland, O.; Duluth, Missabe & Northern Railway Co.; Oglebay 
Norton & Co., Cleveland, O.; Wm. Wrigley, Jr., Co., Chicago.; War- 
ren Tool Corporation, Warren, O.; United States Trust Co., New York 
City; American Locomotive Co., New York City; Acme Steel Co., Chi- 
cago, Ill.; Bank of New York & Trust Co., New York City; Inland 
Press, Inc., Chicago, Ill.; Central Hanover Bank & Trust Co., New 
York City; The New York Trust Co., New York City; T. W. Snow 
Construction Co., Chicago, Ill.; American Creosoting Co., Louisville, 
Ky.; Atlantic Mutual Life Insurance Co., New York City; Butler 
Brothers, Chicago. 


RAILROAD EARNINGS 


Statistics prepared by the Commission’s Bureau of Sta- 
tistics on operating revenues and expenses of Class I steam 
railways for February and the two months ended with Febru- 
ary, 1937 and 1936, follow: 


February 
1937 1936 
Average number of miles operated ...... 236,071 236,845 
Revenues : 

DES onc ndilnse% ose wo wan a ecesoutenes $ 264,167,016 $ 245,119,833 

RINE ice alec an cemtpdin@ndeinwshinem en 33,015,926* 31,902,349+ 

IN aniek win 8X haha dame smi dene eas eo 7,325,571 7,236,935 

No a nnnin ars edae eons cnqkenaes 3,901,104 3,617,354 

All other transportation ............. 6,768,711 6,525,542 

pO PE ees oer 6,072,807 5,405,037 

RO a ere 857,682 854,965 

OE TOE oko so ced discs coadaes 182,103 231,692 

Railway operating revenues ..... $ 321,926,714 $ 300,430,323 
Expenses: 

Maintenance of way and structures .. 34,249,159 32,408,176 

Maintenance of equipment .......... 64,954,643 62,344,741 

I aa Nid Onin ae de odie ie dices wend Ma 8,408,717 7,851,043 

so chadensackswseevaces 120,462,263 117,837,396 

Miscellaneous operations ............. 3,208,188 2,810,134 

IE ova cotivs cess veupeeeburedneers 13,097,420 12,810,408 

Transportation for investment—Cr. .. 233,919 186,479 

Railway operating expenses ...... $ 244,146,471 $ 235,875,419 
Net revenue from railway operations .... 77,780,243 64,554,904 
Ratiway tas: QOGRURIS«.. bc ccsccsivccscvcecce 28,863,316 21,307,286 

Railway operating income ....... $ 48,916,927 $ 43,247,618 
Equipment rents—Dr. balance ........... 7,596,133 6,699,882 
Joint facility rent—Dr. balance .......... 2,962,156 2,985,396 

Net railway operating income ....$ 38,358,638 $ 33,562,340§ 
Ratio of expenses to revenues (per cent). 75.84 78.51 
Depreciation included in operating ex- 

IONS «6 ptckeces <0ks0s <edee wees een --$ 16,123,988 $ 16,044,495 
Total maintenance before depreciation... 83,079,814 78,708,422 
Net railway operating income before de- 

WE Bit ci6o 59+ nennadd nner eaeeeese 54,482,626 . 49,606,835 


*Includes $837 sleeping and parlor car surcharge. 

tIncludes $803,322 sleeping and parlor car surcharge. 

tIncludes charges to Railway Tax Accruals in the total amount of 
$7,452,519 itemized as follows: $3,048,791 for taxes under the require- 
ments of the Social Security Act of 1935, and $4,403,728 under the re- 
quirements of an Act approved August 29, 1935, levying an excise tax 
upon carriers and an income tax upon their employes, and for other 
purposes. (Public No. 400, 74th Congress). 

§Includes charges to Railway Tax Accruals in the total amount of 
$1,583,873 itemized as follows: $1,432,809 for taxes under the require- 
ments of the Social Security Act of 1935, and $151,064 under the re- 
quirements of an Act approved August 29, 1935, levying an excise tax 
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upon carriers and an income tax upon their employes, and for other 
purposes. (Public No. 400, 74th Congress). 
Two Months 


1937 1936 
Average number of miles operated ...... 236,031 236,851 
Revenues : 

DL “statue pbb ubepoceud enh deseve oe $ 532,817,688 $ 486,244,461 

I Re ee ap ee ae eee nee 70,456, 772* 66,004, 287+ 

DM cbh. ite chdhbinkbhay skeen iehub wes 15,265,432 14,943,282 

i ihc kckbGhinwhe tesa sew bs +o ees 7,037,755 6,631,986 

All other transportation ............. 13,688,548 13,077,923 

DE 206 oo tee catn esabusn ene eee 12,916,243 11,248,242 

ee 1,801,769 1,799,511 

Pe OEM. oncicceeccscesiccnns’ 372,805 461,041 

Railway operating revenues .....$ 653,611,402 $ 599,488,651 
Expenses : 

Maintenance of way and structures .. 67,351,322 62,817,284 

Maintenance of equipment .......... 132,762,764 124,172,345 

Ee a es 2 Cae 16,962,902 15,866,602 

er eee 247,732,830 233,418,066 

Miscellaneous operations ............. 6,688,605 5,732,180 

ER cena eas bh we oes « 26,715,217 25,985,887 

Transportation for investment—Cr. .. 403,028 375,859 

Railway operating expenses ...... $ 497,810,612 $ 467,616,505 
Net revenue from railway operations .... 155,800,790 131,872,146 
ES ks baci bee ove 'bs0.0.00 0 57,336,021 42,871,796 

Railway operating income ....... $ 98,464,769 $ 89,000,350 
Equipment rents—Dr. balance ........... 15,461,530 13,636,946 
Joint facility rent—Dr. balance .......... 6,207,921 6,072,532 

Net railway operating income ....$ 76,795,318 $ 69,290,872§ 
Ratio of expenses to revenue (per cent) .. 76.16 78.00 
Depreciation included in operating ex- 

DE ‘cigiseuWdnsisSabesees anaes x00.0% $ 32,308,855 $ 32,164,119 
Total maintenance before depreciation ... 167,805,231 154,825,510 
Net railway operating income before de- 

Che Shad busta ebabivesteeee 109,104,173 101,454,991 


*Includes $6,702 sleeping and parlor car surcharge. 

tIncludes $1,778,243 sleeping and parlor car surcharge. 

tIncludes charges to Railway Tax Accruals in the total amount of 
$14,915,585 itemized as follows: $6,198,220 for taxes under the require- 
ments of the Social Security Act of 1935, and $8,717,306 under the re- 
quirements of an Act approved August 29, 1935, levying an excise tax 
upon carriers and an income tax upon their employes, and for other 
purposes. (Public No. 400, 74th Congress). 

$Includes charges to Railway Tax Accruals in the total amount of 
$2,993,755 itemized as follows: $2,841,897 for taxes under the require- 
ments of the Social Security Act of 1935, and $151,858 under the re- 
quirements of an Act approved August 29, 1935, levying an excise tax 
upon carriers and an income tax upon their employes, and for other 
purposes. (Public No. 400, 74th Congress). 


HE CALLS IT “POLITICS” 


Editor The Traffic World: 

The writer is traffic manager for The Nebraska Seed Com- 
pany and has been reading the comments in The Traffic World 
with reference to politics. Have no criticism to offer for dis- 
cussing the subjects in The Traffic World. In fact, govern- 
ment is the first consideration in business and railroads. Neither 
is this written with any thought that you are not a smart man, 
educated, and meet all the qualifications along the intellectual 
line. 

Was just reading the comment in your last issue with 
reference to the “smear agency.” It reminded the writer of a 
bull fight. Bullfighting has been carried on for 900 years 
quite extensively in nine nations, before Mr. Hoover broke 
down business and busted everybody to where they did not 
have the price of admission. 

Bull-fighting is predicted upon a definte state of the bull’s 
mind. For 900 years the bull has acted fundamentally in the 
same way. If someone could tell the bull to stop charging the 
red cape and charge the man, bull-fighting would stop 
immediately. According to the order of creation, that is an 
impossibility. 

The politicial situation is exactly the same. There are 
two forces in America. Washington called one constructive 
and the other destructive, one democracy and the other mon- 
archy. Out of the monarchial element have come communism, 
socialism, and all the other isms seen in Europe; some of them 
in America. Capitalism has a top and a bottom. Mr. Hoover 
worked at the top of capitalistic monarchy and Coughlin at the 
bottom. Democracy has no top or bottom, but the general 
welfare of all. 

The writer learned a number of years ago that political 
argument is no good. Often wondered why Jefferson would 
not enter into a political argument. After several years of 
experience along that line, finally came upon the cause. Such 
haggling as is going on in your Traffic World doesn’t do any 
good. 

Why don’t you explain to the people what the philosophical 
back-ground is that makes political parties, the type of men 
that have made interesting ruins of the bygone civilization 
and had the American democracy within two or three months 
of dissolution. If the people really understood the existing 
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order of creation and why these parties exist, much of the 
haggling would sound like what the bull would write if he could 
talk about the bull-fight. Most of it has no more foundation 
than the bull’s knowledge of the science of the matador. 

You could do an enormous amount of good in the position 
you occupy if you would take a day off and find out for certain 
what you say. The writer knows that you do not know or you 
wouldn’t write what you are writing. No man could love 
democracy and try to destroy it or make attacks on it, as you 
are. 

This is not written in any spirit of ill-feeling—just a 
realization of the tragic condition that exists in America in the 
minds of 80% of the capitalistic class. That is the basis of 
division that Babson used, and probably as nearly correct as 
any. If you were facing a firing squad and your life depended 
on an explanation of the philosophical foundation of politica] 
parties, you couldn’t answer it.* 

One party represents the philosophy of Mr. Hamilton at 
the constitutional convention. He and his federalist friends 
forced slavery into the Constitution and made the Civil War. 
Hamilton said he loathed the common man. He stood in the 
way of the slave, just as the same type of men stand in the way 
of democracy in the Supreme Court. They represent what 
you see in Germany, Russia, and Italy today. Of course, they are 
much more polished, but that does not change the philosophy. 

Just as Washington said, wherever you go, whether it is the 
lower strata or in the most intellectual and refined branches of 
the government, you always find the destroyer there. He usually 
sits in the front seats, just as the Supreme Court. 

S. J. Cauble, Atty. 


“*We probably could come as near to it as Mr. Cauble could—or 
does.—Editor The Traffic World. 


CAR SURPLUS REPORT 

The average daily surplus of freight cars in the period 
March 15-31, inclusive, was 113,472, according to the car serv- 
ice division of the Association of American Railroads. It was 
made up as follows: Plain box, 53,962; auto, 3,889; total box, 
57,851; flat, 3,524; gondola, 11,229; hopper, 5,666; total coal, 
16,895; coke, 457; S. D. stock, 21,191; D. D. stock, 3,833; re- 
frigerator, 8,740; tank, 251; miscellaneous, 730. Canadian roads 
reported a surplus of 11,620 cars, composed of 9,558 plain box, 
192 auto, 446 flat, 562 gondola, 492 S. D. stock, 294 refrigerator, 
and 76 miscellaneous cars. 

The average daily surplus Feb. 15-28, inclusive, was 113,396, 
made up as follows: Plain box, 50,983; auto, 3,005; total box, 
53,988; flat, 4,749; gondola, 11,657; hopper, 7,641; total coal, 
19,298; coke, 489; S. D. stock, 21,561; D. D. stock, 3,621; re- 
frigerator, 8,825; tank, 202; miscellaneous, 663. Canadian roads 
reported a surplus of 11,966 cars, made up of 10,064 plain box, 
160 auto, 560 flat, 454 gondola, 464 S. D. stock, 210 refrigerator, 
and 54 miscellaneous cars. (This report was inadvertently 
omitted from the Traffic World of March 20.) 


RAIL PENSION AGREEMENT 
President Roosevelt said at his press conference late April 
13 that he understood the Treasury Department and the others 
interested in the railroad pension agreement had virtually ironed 
out their differences. 


AIR ACCIDENT REPORT 

Secretary Roper, of the Department of Commerce, has 
made public a report of the Accident Board of the Bureau of 
Air Commerce on the probable cause of the accident in which 
an aircraft of the United Air Lines Transport Corporation fell 
in San Francisco Bay Feb. 9, killing the pilot, co-pilot, stew- 
ardess and eight passengers. It was the opinion of the board 
that the probable cause of the accident was accidental jamming 
of the elevator controls as the result of a microphone being in- 
advertently dropped and lodging in such a position that the 
crew was unable to prevent rapid descent of the air plane. 


AIR MAIL HEARING 

The House committee on post office and post roads held 
hearings this week on H. R. 4732, a bill to revise the air mail 
act of 1934, as amended. Among other things the bill provides 
that notwithstanding any other provision of law, the rate of 
compensation bid by the contractor and accepted by the Post- 
master General shall remain in full force and effect for the 
entire term of the initial period of the contract which is 
designated by the Postmaster General. 

The bill also would prohibit retroactive rate compensation 
awards to mail contractors by the Commission. The measure 
embodies the views of the Post Office Department. In the 
hearing the Commission was criticized by Karl Crowley, solicitot 
of the department. Commissioner Eastman and Director Haley, 
of the Bureau of Air Mail of the Commission, explained Com 
—— procedure under the air mail act in rate cases handl 

y it. 
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AIR CARRIER REGULATION 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Saying there had been an intimation in the hearings on the 
McCarran air carrier regulation bill before the Senate inter- 
state commerce committee that there was something “unholy” 
about the preparation of the proposed legislation. Senator Mc- 
Carran asked Commissioner Eastman, who appeared before 
the Truman subcommittee, April 10, to explain the origin of 

e bill. 
. Senator Austin, referring to “unholy,” suggested that it 
had been intimated that another “spoils conference” had been 
held. The “spoils conference” was that in which Postmaster 
General Brown in the Hoover administration negotiated air 
mail contracts with air carriers, claiming that this procedure 
was authorized by the air mail law. When the Roosevelt 
administration came into power, however, the air mail con- 
tracts thus entered into were canceled on the ground of 
collusion. 


Commissioner Eastman said Director Haley of the Com- 
mission’s air mail bureau had substantially related the facts 
about the proposed legislation but he went into the matter in 
considerable detail, the point being that, at the request of Rep- 
resentative Lea in December, 1936, he had considered a pro- 
posed bill sent to him and later he and other Commission 
representatives, at the request of Mr. Lea, who became chair- 
man of the House committee on interstate and foreign com- 
merce, conferred with representatives of the air carrier industry 
with respect to the proposed legislation. Mr. Eastman said he 
had submitted a draft of a bill containing what he considered 
to be the minimum requirements for beginning regulation of 
interstate air commerce. Later he prepared an alternative 
bill with inclusion of provisions affecting foreign commerce. 
Later H. R. 5234 was introduced which, said he, contained 
changes not in the bill submitted by him. Mr. Eastman com- 
mented on that bill in a report thereon (see Traffic World, April 
3, p. 727). 

grr Mr. Eastman’s recital, Senator McCarran said 
the inference had been injected into the hearing by Solicitor 
Crowley of the Post Office Department and Senator McKellar 
that he had been “handed” a bill that had been produced at 
“some meeting.” The senator then proceeded to review the 
history of his bill, going back to March 26, 1934, when he 
introduced S. 3187. Revisions of that measure were later made. 
The point the senator emphasized was that the present McCar- 
ran bill was the result of his own efforts. 


John E. Benton, for the state commissions, submitted the 
views as to protecting the rights of the states in the field of air 
carrier regulation. He submitted proposed amendments de- 
signed to avoid impairment of the regulatory powers of the 
states. 


Strong appeals urging that Congress give the Commission 
the job of safety regulation of scheduled air lines were made 
before the Senate interstate commerce subcommittee April 12 
in the hearing on the McCarran-Lea bill and the McCarran 
safety regulation bill, S. 1760, by Mayor LaGuardia, of New 
York, an aviator in the World War, and D. L. Behncke, president 
of the Air Line Pilots’ Association. 


Both witnesses emphasized that the Commission regulated 
the railroads with respect to safety and attributed the safety 
of travel on American railroads to the fact that this regulatory 
power existed and had been exercised. 


Mayor LaGuardia, appearing specifically in support of S. 
1760, which would create a special bureau and a safety board 
in the Commission to deal with safety regulation of scheduled 
air lines, said he believed Congress would do a great deal in 
the interest of safety if it passed the bill. He said the Com- 
mission had generations of experience in safety regulation as 
to railroads and that it had been very successful in that field. 

One of the principal reasons he favored regulation by the 
Commission, said he, was that it did not get “chummy” with 
the railroads and other agencies of transport it regulated. 
There had been too many air accidents lately and he said it 
wasn’t fair to place the blame on the pilots. He urged that 
the government set up a formula for safe flying weather 
based on visibility, ceiling and air temperature and require the 
air lines to obey the government orders prohibiting flying when 
conditions were bad. Now, said he, the air lines left the ques- 
on of flying to the pilot but he said if the pilot of one line took 
off and “made it” in bad weather and the pilot of a competing 
line did not, it was “just too bad” for the latter. His point 
was that no line should be permitted to fly if the conditions 
did not justify it, and that the only way this could be accom- 
plished would be by having the government set the standard 
— require compliance with it. In years to come, however, 


tae confident weather obstacles would be largely over- 
e. 
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“We have the best flying personnel in the world—there is 
nothing to compare with it in the world,” said he. 

Mayor LaGuardia predicted vast development of air trans- 
portation. He said the country was growing into one economic 
unit—that the Americans were a fast moving people—that the 
tempo of business was greater than anywhere else in the world 
—that the time was coming when nearly all mail would move by 
air. He contended that the government should provide for aid 
in the scientific development of safe planes. 

Mr. Behncke said that since December 15, 1936, there had 
been seven air accidents in which 50 persons, including 11 
pilots, were killed. He said 67 pilots had been killed in the 
last five years. The living pilots, said he, were asking Con- 
gress to pass S. 1760 in the interest of safety. 

Career men and not political appointees should have charge 
of air safety regulation, said he. Today, said he, there was not 
sufficient enforcement. He referred to changes in personnel in 
the air bureau of the Commerce Department, now charged with 
safety regulation, and said Congress must separate safety from 
“politics and other harmful influences.” 

“We must take air safety out of politics,” said he. 

Air safety conditions apparently were getting worse than 
better, he continued, asserting that the need for action by Con- 
gress in getting air safety regulation on a proper basis was 
imperative. 

Under S. 1760 the jurisdiction of the Commission would 
extend to scheduled air transportation while the Secretary of 
Commerce would retain jurisdiction as to all other branches of 
civil air commerce and private aviation. 

The subcommittee of the Senate interstate commerce 
commitee concluded its hearings on the McCarran-Lea air 
regulation bill and the McCarran safety regulation bill, the 
afternoon of April 12. Edgar S. Gorrell, president of the Air 
Transport Association of America, was the last witness. He 
had testified previously before the House interstate commerce 
committee (see Traffic World, April 3, p. 729). The latter 
committee also has concluded its hearings on the proposed 
legislation. The proposed legislation has the support of the 
air carriers, the pilots, the Commission, and Chairman Jones of 
the RFC, but is opposed particularly by the Post Office De- 
partment. The Department of Commerce also objects to pass- 
age of such legislation at this time. 


PRIVATE MOTOR CARRIERS 


The American Trucking Associations, Inc., has begun a 
campaign to obtain affiliation with it of private carriers in the 
trucking field. The ATA has a private carrier division headed 
by John F. Winchester, of the Standard Oil Company of New 
Jersey. Private carriers—industrial and business concerns 
which have their own fleets and do their own hauling or de- 
livering—are faced with the same problems as the “for-hire” 
truckmen, association officials assert, since they must cope with 
all state regulations regarding fees, taxation, ports of entry, 
registration, etc. Continuing, the association, in a statement, 
said: 


The fact that under the motor carrier act, 1935, the Interstate 
Commerce Commission has jurisdiction over safety of equipment and 
operation of private aS well as ‘‘for-hire’’ vehicle makes it impera- 
tive that all trucking groups work together to obtain satisfactory rules 
and regulations. 

Affiliation of private carriers with the A. T. A. has been recom- 
mended by the National Highway Users Conference, and approved 
by the following representatives of national organizations: Ray O’Hare, 
International Association of Milk Dealers; William Kinney, Portland 
Cement Association; C. R. Weaver, Automobile Manufacturers As- 
sociation; General Baird H. Markham, American Petroleum Indus- 
tries Committee; Rowland Jones, National Retail Druggists Associa- 
tion; Harold Young, Retailers National Council; Robert C. Hibben, 
International Association of Ice Cream Manufacturers; Chester H. Gray, 
American Farm Bureau Federation; Fred C. Brenckman, The National 
Grange. 

The National Highway Users Conference points out that private 
carriers are entitled to separate organization in matters concerning 
them; that the establishment of a separte organization is not prac- 
tical at this time; and that the private carriers division of the ATA 
provides a practical means of accomplishing this purpose. 


ROGERS WARNS TRUCK MEN 


With a view to preventing motor freight carriers claiming 
that because representatives of the Commission’s Bureau of 
Motor Carriers had participated with representatives of motor 
tariff bureaus about rates, with a view to stabilization, the 
outcome of such moves has the approval of the Commission, 
Director Rogers of that bureau gave a warning to truck opera- 
tors at Boston, Mass., at a meeting, April 8, at the Boston 
Chamber of Commerce. (See Traffic World, April 10.) Par- 
ticipation, it is said, means no more than that the bureau is 
anxious to help truck men. Any resulting proposal is subject 
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to attack or rejection. 
operators, in part said: 


Director Rogers, in addressing the 


There should be no misunderstanding on the part of the shippers 
and motor carriers as to the participation of the Bureau of Motor Car- 
riers in conferences of this nature. There is hardly any one familiar 
with the facts who does not recognize that the rate situation in the 
motor carrier industry at the present time is chaotic. Destructive com- 
petition is prevalent in many quarters and many carriers are handling 
traffic without due regard to the cost of lawful, efficient and dependable 
service. Especially is this true if one will but look ahead to where the 
present course is leading. Unless corrective action is promptly taken 
the service expected by the shippers is going to suffer and many of 
the operators are destined to financial failure. 

Shippers are complaining of the chaotic condition and hope for 
reasonable and stabilized rates reflected in tariffs which can be inter- 
preted by the average shipper or traffic managed. The sole purpose of 
our participation in conferences of the operators, such as this, is to en- 
courage the operators to survey the situation and put their own house 
in order. We have not and we shall not in any case dictate or even 
suggest what action the operators, individually or collectively, shall 
take as to any rate, classification, rule or regulation under consideration. 

It is a function of the Commission to protect shippers against un- 
reasonable charges or regulations and whatever results are derived 
from these conferences must be subjected to the tests of reasonableness. 
The operators can not afford to lose sight of this important considera- 
tion. 

Whatever tariffs grow out of such conferences are subject to pro- 
test and suspension by the Commission if it appears that they carry 
unreasonable and unlawful charges or regulations. Participation in 
these conferences does not mean that the bureau sanctions or approves 
the product of such conferences. The bureau and the Commission must 
keep an open mind and be able to consider any protests fairly and on 
their merits. 

At the same time we urge the operators to recognize the chaotic 
rate situation now existing and to set about in a constructive and 
broad-minded manner to bring about immediate improvements. The 
operators can be fair with their shippers and with each other. We are 
glad to participate in the undertaking on this basis. 


MOTOR ORDERS STAYED 


MC 74791, Lincoln Trails System, Inc., common carrier 
application; MC 74791, Lincoln Trails System, Inc., extension of 
operations to Logansport, Ind.; MC F-37, Charles T. Durand, 
dba National Transfer & Storage Co., purchase of operating 
rights and property of R. R. La Tour, dba Gates Transfer Line 
and La Tour Freight Motor Carrier; MC F-76, Union Pacific 
Stages, Inc., purchase of operating rights and property of Homer 
Burns and Roland G. Lamb, dba Burns Stage Line; MC 286, 
application of the E. W. Lancaster Co., Ltd., Windsor, Ontario, 
Canada; MC 1326, application of George Mumford, Caldwell, 
Ida., dba Jordan Valley Mail Stage; MC 52025, Martin Trans- 
fer Co., brokerage license; MC 86225, B. E. Farnsworth, con- 
tract carrier aplication. 


MOTOR ORDERS EFFECTIVE 


The following recommended orders have become effective 
as shown: 

MC 2868, M. C. Foster, common carrier application, as of 
March 31; MC 50141, B. L. Blackman, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of March 31; MC 50431, Fred Castle, Jr., contract car- 
rier application, as of April 1; MC 50622, Robert Gerald Reeder, 
contract carrier application, as of April 1; MC 50727, Frank 
Patrick Smith, common carrier application, as of April 1; MC 
50946, George Rolfsmeyer, common carrier application, as of 
March 31; MC 50989, D. E. Tracy, contract carrier application, 
as of April 6; MC 86057, E. & A. Goodwin & Co., contract car- 
rier, as of April 9; MC 86186, James V. Rains, common carrier 
application, as of April 9. 


PRIMA FACIE OPERATIONS 


In further briefs in MC 2510, application as amended of 
Ziffrin Truck Lines, Inc., Indianapolis, Ind., for certificate to 
operate as a common or contract carrier in the transportation 
of commodities generally in interstate commerce in Indiana, 
Illinois, Ohio, Kentucky and Missouri, arguments have been 
made as to “bona fide” operations and “grandfather” rights 
under section 206 of the motor carrier act (see Traffic World, 
April 10, p. 787). 

Be-Mac Transport Co. and others in their brief, submitted 
that on this record the Commission must find that the ap- 
plicant had not established its right to a certificate, authoriz- 
ing operations between Chicago, Ill., and St. Louis, Mo., via 
the routes set forth in this brief and that any certificate to be 
issued should not include such routes. 

In their briefs and arguments, Husmann and Roper Freight 
Lines, Inc., protestants, said that applicant should not be granted 
a certificate over any routes as to which substantial and con- 
vincing documentary evidence had not been offered pertaining 
to its operations thereover, both on and subsequent to June 1, 
1935. The brief referred to “grandfather” rights on routes 
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between Cincinnati, O., and St. Louis, Mo., and between 
Lawrenceburg, Ind., and St. Louis. The brief gaid the Com- 
mission should deny a certificate between those points and over 
the routes claimed in the application. 

The applicant, in a conclusion in its brief said the Com- 
mission, after due investigation, made the necessary findings 
with respect to its bona fide operations, and, pursuant thereto, 
issued a certificate of public convenience and necessity, dated 
Dec. 26, 1936. 

“There has been nothing transpired to warrant any dis- 
turbance of these findings,” says the brief. “At the public 
hearing the applicant again proved the accuracy of the Com- 
mission’s findings. The protestants have failed to show any 
cause in support of their protests. It is respectfully submitted 
that the certificate now under suspension should be forthwith 
made effective.” 


FINES IN HOWARD TRUCK CASE 


Fines aggregating $60,000, the Commission has been ad- 
vised, have been imposed on the Howard Trucking Corporation, 
Benjamin, Eskow, its president, and Maxwell Eskow, its secre- 
tary-treasurer, by Judge William Bondy in the federal court 
for the southern district of New York, as a result of proceed- 
ings resulting from motor carrier law enforcement efforts ex- 
erted by the law and enforcement section of the Commission’s 
Bureau of Motor Carriers. One-third of that total is on the 
company, one-third on each of the two officers. The matter 
has been handled for the Commission by H. L. Huffman. 

In February an information, consisting of 200 counts, ac- 
cording to the Commission’s records, was filed by the district 
attorney, charging each of the defendants with violations of the 
motor carrier act, in the interstate transportation of property 
by motor vehicle for compensation greater and less than the 
rates and charges specified in effective tariffs, with the giving 
and granting of concessions and with the unlawful extension of 
credit with respect to such transportation. 

James A. Coyle, general manager, was charged with aiding, 
abetting and counseling in the commission of the acts alleged 
to constitute the offenses for which the corporation and its two 
officers have been fined. He pleaded not guilty, stood trial, 
and the Commission was informed, was found not guilty. Origi- 
nally he and the officers and the corporation were involved in 
the proceeding, but the finding of not guilty put him out of 
the matter. 

When arraigned the corporation and the officers pleaded 
guilty. The heavy aggregate of fines, therefore, does not apply 
to Coyle. Pleas of guilty by the corporation and the two 
officers was not followed by immediate sentencing of the cor- 
poration and the officers. The sentences were deferred until 
after the trial on the traffic managers’ plea of not guilty. 

Judge Bondy, according to advices received by the Commis- 
sion, required the payment of a total of $3,600 by the corpora- 
tion and its two officers within twenty-four hours. Payment of 
the balance of the fines was suspended for a _ probationary 
period of one year. 

According to information sent to the Commission Judge 
Bondy, in imposing the fines called the attention of the defend- 
ants to the importance of a strict enforcement of the provisions 
of the motor carrier act and intimated that in fixing the amount 
of the fines imposed, consideration was given to the fact that 
the conviction was for a first offense, but that any subsequent 
conviction would undoubtedly justify the imposition of a greater 
penalty. The facts on which the “information” against the 
accused trucking company and its officers were based, resulted 
from an investigation conducted by the Bureau of Motor Car- 
riers. The transportation, alleged to have been given without 
observance of the published tariffs, it was said, generally was 
in the eastern part of trunk line territory, a large volume of 
traffic being between New York and Philadelphia. q 








Cc. F. A. TRUCK RATES 


The board of directors of the Central States Motor Freight 
Bureau met at the Stevens Hotel, Chicago, April 15, to formu- 
late rules to govern a series of regional tariffs which will be 
prepared to supersede a large number of commodity tariffs to 
be canceled as a result of a series of meetings among operators 
in Central Territory, some of which have been held and some 
of which remain to be held (see Traffic World March 27, p. 
660). Meanwhile, in keeping with expressions of opinion at 
some of the meetings, suggesting that something be done to 
do away with low-minimum commodity rates as soon as possible, 
the bureau has filed a supplement making a 5,000-pound mini- 
mum effective on all bureau commodity tariffs and has sug- 
gested that the same supplement be adopted by operators on 
their individual publications. The meetings of the board were 
expected to continue for the rest of the week. Regional meet 
ings of operators remain to be held at Cleveland, April 19 
4 Kalamazoo, Mich., April 23, and Louisville, Ky., April 26 t0 
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COMMERICAL TRUCKING ZONES 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


The Commission, by division 5, in MC C-3, has determined 
that the zone adjacent to and commercially a part of Chicago, 
Ill., and contiguous municipalities, in which transportation by 
motor vehicle in interstate or foreign commerce, not under a 
common control, management, or arrangement for a continuous 
carriage of shipment to or from a point beyond the zone, is 
partially exempt from regulation under section 203 (B) (8) 
of the motor carrier act, is the area within the corporate limits 
of Chicago, Evanston, Oak Park, Cicero, Berwyn, River Forest, 
Spring Forest, Worth, Homewood, and Lansing, Ill.; the area 
within the township limits of Niles, Maine, Leyden, Norwood 
Park, Proviso, Lyons, Riverside, Stickney, Worth, Calumet, 
Bremen, and Thornton townships, Cook County, and the area 
within the corporate limits of Hammond, Whiting, East Chi- 
cago, and Gary, Ind. 

The order, the report says, shall become effective 30 days 
from the date thereof. 

This report does not embrace the part pertaining to classi- 
fications of groups of motor carriers. 

Similar determinations have been made in MC C-2 as to 
New York commercial zone and MC C-1, St. Louis-East St. 
Louis zone. 


TIME FOR FILING CONTRACTS 

The Commission, by division 5, in Ex Parte MC 9, in the 
matter of filing of contracts by contract carriers by motor 
vehicle, has postponed until June 15 the time for compliance 
with its order requiring certain classes or groups of line-haul 
or over-the-road contract carriers to file and keep open for 
public inspection copies of contracts containing charges and 
any rule, regulation, or practice affecting such charges and the 
value of the service thereunder. 

Division 5 said the matter had been referred to the entire 
Commission for consideration and that such consideration could 
not be completed prior to April 15, which was the effective 
date. 


MOTOR SAFETY ENFORCEMENT 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Arrangements for full and therefore extended cooperation 
to bring about greater safety of regulated motor vehicles sub- 
ject to the motor carrier act have been made as the result 
of the conference between the Commission’s Bureau of Motor 
Carriers’ safety section and representatives of large insurance 
companies, specializing in motor liability insurance policies. 
The companies concerned are those that have what are called 
effective safety promotional departments with forces of safety 
engineers constantly in the field supervising truck and bus 
drivers and checking up on safety appliances (see Traffic 
World, April 10, p. 788). 


While the conference was informal and cooperation had 
been going on for some time the outcome was an agreement 
that the insurance companies should form a permanent advisory 
group to consult constantly with the safety section. That was 
agreed on as the sense of the meeting. 

From the point of view of Commission’s safety men prob- 
ably the most important action was the endorsement of acci- 
dent prevention work through improvement of driver personnel, 
standardization of basic driving rules, uniformity of equip- 
ment requirements, such as brakes, lights, emergency acces- 
Ssories and so forth. It was agreed that detailed reporting of 
accidents was essential. It was also agreed that such reports 
should not be public records accessible to anyone interested. 
The idea of holding such reports in confidence was to prevent 
the formation of a foothold for ambulance chasers, as they 
are called in the industry whose interest in such matters is the 
rp ct of suits for damages for personal injuries, or damage 

argo. 

The insurance representative assured the conference that 

they would continue work by their own field men to publicize, 
endorse and explain Commission’s safety regulations to the 
trucking industry personnel. Insurance companies representa- 
lives, it was said, would explain the policy of insurance com- 
panies to their policy holders, that is, for a minimization of the 
expense of doing business. 
i Among the topics under discussion were the status of con- 
—? between federal Commission Motor Carrier safety regu- 
ations and state regulations. Copies of report No. 2 of safety 
regulations were distributed. The report contained a_ brief 
analysis of Commission safety regulations, pertaining to driver 
control; drivers’ road rules; vehicle control, parts and acces- 
sories; and reporting of accidents. 

Another topic under discussion was as to what method 
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could be established for practical and effective cooperation 
between the insurance safety engineers, their inspectors, and 
the Bureau of Motor Carriers; also the advisability of cooperat- 
ing with other groups. 

The Commission representatives also distributed a digest 
showing the status of activities, looking toward conformity 
with federal safety regulations, in thirty-seven states and the 
District of Columbia. In each of the thirty-seven states, it was 
said, the attitude of the regulatory bodies and other govern- 
mental agencies toward the motor carrier safety regulations 
of the Commission was fully cooperatve. Concerning the other 
states not included in this list it was said there was no definite 
information. 

The insurance companies represented in the conference 
were the following: Aetna Casualt & Surety Co., Hartford, 
Conn., by Walter S. Paine, manager, engineering and inspection 
department; Auto Mutual Indemnity Co., New York, N. Y., by 
Frank Bailey, president and director of safety; Bruce Dodson 
& Co., Kansas City, Mo., by G. L. Gore, chief safety engineer; 
Commercial Casualty Insurance Co., Newark, N. J.; Globe 
Indemnity Co., New York, N. Y., by T. F. Whalen, assistant 
superintendent engineering department and E. J. Berry, super- 
vising engineer automobile and fleet division; Hartford Acci- 
dent and Indemnity Co., Hartford, Conn., by George B. Butter- 
field, assistant secretary; Liberty Mutual Insurance Co., Bos- 
ton, Mass.; Markek Service, Inc., Richmond, Va., by S. A. 
Markel, president, and Charles Ray, director of safety engi- 
neering; Maryland Casualty Co., Baltimore, Md., Holger Jensen, 
chief safety engineer; National Bureau of Casualty and Surety 
Underwriters, by Albert W. Whitney, in charge conservation 
activities, Harold Hammond, traffic engineer, and A. E. Spottke, 
manager automobile department; Travelers Insurance Co., Hart- 
ford, Conn., by James A. Burbank, superintendent engineering 
and inspection division; United States Fidelity & Guaranty 
Co., Baltimore, Md., by J. P. Bonsal, superintendent accident 
prevention department. 


MOTOR CARRIER LEASE INQUIRY 


On its own initiative the Commission, in Ex Parte MC 11, 
arrangements and agreements between Arrow Carrier Corpora- 
tion, Inc., and Duplan Silk Corporation, has instituted an in- 
vestigation into and concerning arrangements and agreements 
between the companies mentioned. The investigation was in- 
stituted on information lodged with the Commission to the 
effect that by a lease by the silk company to the carrier, the 
latter has been giving rebates and concessions from its pub- 
lished rates to the silk corporation. Examiner Kephart is to 
hold a hearing in this proceeding at the Philadelphia (Pa.) 
Chamber of Commerce at 9 a. m., May 11. 

The information said that by lease of real estate by the 
silk company to the trucking carrier, the former was giving 
undue unreasonable preference and advantage to the shipper. 
The order provides for a full inquiry into the following: 


(1) The arrangements and agreements with respect to the leasing 
by Duplan Silk Corporation to Arrow Carrier Corporation, Inc., of 
real estate in Hazleton, Pa., or other places. 

(2) The tonnage transported for Duplan Silk Corporation by 
common carriers by motor vehicle, during the period subsequent to 
April 1, 1936, and the rates and practices of such common carriers 
with respect to such transportation. 

(3) Such other matters as may be germane to the subject of this 
investigation. 


The inquiry is with the view to determine whether the 
Arrow Carrier Corporation, Inc., and the Duplan Silk Corpora- 
tion or either of them have failed and are failing to comply 
with any provisions of the motor carrier act, by reason of such 
arrangements. The Commission desires information with the 
view of issuing appropriate orders and taking as its order said 
such other and further action as the facts and circumstances 
might appear to warrant. 


OREGON-WASHINGTON TRUCK MEETING 


The complete program for the joint convention of the 
Washington Motor Freight Association and the Allied Truck 
Owners of Oregon, to be held at the New Washington Hotel, 
Seattle, Wash., April 24, 25 and 26, has been issued. Joint 
business sessions and business sessions of the two state organ- 
izations separately will be held as originally scheduled (see 
Traffic World, April 3, 1937). Speakers on the program 
include: 

“What Price Safety,” William L. Norton, member-elect, 
Seattle City Council; ‘“Society’s Responsibility for Crime,” B. 
Gray Warner, district attorney, King County, Wash.; “Routes 
and Rate Schedules for Common Carriers,” Leland James, presi- 
dent, Allied Truck Owners of Oregon; “Accidents—Causes and 
Remedies,” Ted V. Rodgers, president, American Trucking As- 
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sociations, Inc.; “Organization in Transportation,” E. A. Landis, 
superintendent of transportation, Oregon commission; ‘“Reci- 
procity as We Have Known and Will Know It,” Harry Holden, 
president, Idaho commission; “Between the Devil and the Deep 
Blue Sea,” Ferd J. Schaaf, director, Washington department of 
public service; “This Is Where We Go from Here,” Clinton S. 
Reynolds, secretary, Pacific Highway Transport; ‘Who Is 
Causing These Rate Reductions?” E. W. Jewell, president, 
Orofino Transfer Company; “Here Is How Your Canadian 
Cousins Do It,” John Walker, British Columbia Transportation, 
Ltd.; “The Oregon Still Rolls—Likewise the Trucks, but. . .,” 
E. J. Berry, traffic manager, Pacific Truck Express; ‘‘California, 
We Have Went,” J. P. Spaenhower, president, Stockton Deliv- 
ery Company; “The Relation Between Rates and Safety,” Frank 
E. Lansburg, district director, Commission’s motor carrier 
bureau; “The Shipper Takes a Look at the Trucks,” R. C. John- 
ston, traffic manager, Schwabacher Hardware Company; “Or- 
ganize to Live,” Mr. Rodgers; “How You Look to Me Now,” 
Thomas H. Maquire, legal department, C. M. St. P. & P.; 
“We Are Fighting Your Battles Every Hour of the Day,” Mr. 
Rodgers; “Administration of the Motor Carrier Act,” John L. 
Rogers, director, Commission’s motor carrier bureau. 





HANDBOOK OF MOTOR CARRIER LAW 


The Handbook of Interstate Motor Carrier Law, written by 
David Brodsky and J. Almyk Lieberman, counselors-at-law of 
New York and practitioners before the Commission, contains in 
concise form the law and requirements for the operation of 
for-hire and private motor vehicles. It contains two parts. The 
first is a discussion of the practical application of the motor 
carrier act and the second deals with the varying requirements 
for motor vehicle operation in the 48 states. Part one takes up 
the question of those who require permits or certificates and 
those who are exempt from those requirements; tariffs and ship- 
ping papers in detail; liability and the limitation of it; insur- 
ance, safety regulations, accounts and records, consolidations 
and purchases, and details of finance under the law. In part 
two there is a digest of the laws of the states and the District 
of Columbia as they affect interstate common and contract car- 
rier operation. Information as to certificate requirements, 
insurance and license fees, load, traffic and safety regulations 
and taxes is tabulated for ready reference. The book is pub- 
lished by the Milbin Publishing Co., New York. 





ILLINOIS TRUCK WEIGHT LIMITATIONS 


A three-judge federal court in Chicago has under advise- 
ment the constitutionality of the Illinois motor vehicle weight 
limitation law, following arguments presented to it April 9. 
The law places a weight limitation of 40,000 pounds on a unit 
consisting of a tractor and semi-trailer while permitting 
weight up to 72,000 pounds on truck-trailer trains. Enforce- 
ment of the law was suspended by a temporary injunction 
granted some weeks ago on the plea of attorneys for truck 
operators that, since the adoption of the federal motor vehicle 
act, the placing of weight limitations on motor vehicles was the 
province of the Commission. Although the court, after hearing 
arguments, allowed the temporary injunction to stand, it was 
made plain that the case would be decided solely on the ques- 
tion of discrimination against the tractor-semi-trailer operator 
and preference in favor of truck-trailer train operators, and on 
the question as to whether or not the placing of the limitation 
on tractor-semi-trailer outfits at 40,000 pounds constituted an 
invasion of the rights of the operators under the due process 
clause of the Constitution. Opposing parties were ordered to 
file briefs bearing on these questions within ten days. Franklin 
R. Overmeyer and James C. Leaton appeared for truckers and 
Jerome F. Dixon, assistant attorney general, for the state of 
Tilinois. 


PENNSYLVANIA-BARKER TRUCK CASE 


Pennsylvania Truck Lines, Inc., in MC-F 3, Pennsylvania 
Truck Lines, Inc., acquisition of control of Barker Motor 
Freight, Inc., and MC-F 13, Barker Motor Freight, Inc., pur- 
chase of property and certificates of D. P. and Floyd Barker, 
doing business as Barker Motor Freight Lines, an affiliate of the 
Pennsylvania Railroad, has filed a tender of compliance with 
the conditions of the Commission’s orders of March 6 and March 
24, 1937. One of the conditions was that if the parties desired 
to consummate the transactions set forth in their applications, 
they should notify the Commission, ten days before the date of 
intended consummation, of the acceptance to the end that such 
arrangements as were necessary to comply with the provisions 
of the motor carrier act and rules and regulations of the Com- 
mission with respect to filing tariffs, designating an agent for 
service of notices, orders and process and all other matters 
covered thereby, might be made. 

The railroad-controlled truck company said that on or be- 
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fore April 16 it would file with the Commission adoption of 
tariff notices necessary and applicable over the routes and 
operations which the Commission had authorized the applicant 
to acquire. The company attached copies of things to be filed 
It said it agreed, hereby, to comply with all other conditions 
and terms set forth in the orders of March 6 and 24, prescrib- 
ing the things necessary to have the railroad-controlled truck 
operations confined within the limits of the motor carrier act, 


GULF COAST MOTOR CARRIER MEETING 


Motor vehicle operators doing business in the Gulf coast 
states met at New Orleans April 9 at the invitation of the 
Associated Motor Carriers of Louisiana to discuss the stabiliza- 
tion of motor freight rates in the Gulf coast territory. Ted Y, 
Rodgers, president of the American Trucking Associations, 
Inc.,. urged the formation of a strong organization to take 
over the job of rate stabilization. He said weight restrictions 
and high taxes were interfering with the free flow of traffic 
on the highways. 

Others who spoke at the meeting were: L. A. Raulerson, 
chairman of the board of directors, Southern Motor Carriers’ 
Rate Conference, Jacksonville, Fla.; R. G. Atherton, district 
director, Commission’s motor carrier bureau, and F. G. Dorsey, 
vice-president, A. T. A., Houston, Texas. Motor carrier opera- 
tors from the states of Louisiana, Texas, Alabama, Mississippi, 
Florida, Georgia, Tennessee and Arkansas attended the meeting, 


C. B. & Q. NEW STEAM STREAMLINER 


The Chicago, Burlington and Quincy, which operates a fleet 
of Zephyr trains powered with Diesel engines, has built a new 
streamline, stainless steel, steam locomotive in an effort to check 
the economy and adaptability of steam motive power under new 
passenger carrying conditions and advanced railroad technique. 
The new locomotive was built at the railroad’s shops at Burling- 
ton, Ia., and has been named “Aeolus,” after the keeper of the 
winds of Greek Mythology. It will be used occasionally for relief 
duty on the Zephyr runs between Chicago and Denver and Chi- 
cago and the Twin Cities, but is intended primarily for everyday 
high-speed passenger service. According to railroad officials, 











the new engine was designed to match in construction and ap- 





c. B. & Q. Streamline Locomotive 


pearance the Zephyr-type passenger cars which, they believe, 
will be the standard type of car in the future. 

In order to reduce vibration at high speeds and the fore 
of rail pounding, the driving rods of the new locomotive have 
been newly designed taking advantage of new alloys and advances 
in roller bearings and precision fittings. They are considerably 
lighter than the conventional type but equally strong and thei 
smaller bearings permit more careful adjusting of counterbal- 
ances. The locomotive is of the 4-6-4 type. It carriers 250 pounds 
of steam pressure, burns coal and is fed by automatic stokers. 
It is expected to maintain the Zephyr 16-hour schedule between 
Chicago and Denver. It is capable of speeds well over 100 miles 
an hour. Locomotive and tender, the latter carrying 24 tons of 
coal and 15,000 gallons of water, weigh 400 tons as compared with 
the weight of a two-car Zephy motive unit of 216 tons. The tende? 
capacity reduces the necessary stops between Chicago and Det 
ver to two for fuel and six for water. The latter can be scheduled 
coincident with regular station stops. 
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April 17, 1937 


MARITIME COMMISSION 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


After a hearing featured by great applause after Rear 
Admirals Wiley and Land, nominated by President Roosevelt 
to be members of the Maritime Commission, had answered 
charges of certain labor leaders as to being unfair to labor, a 
special subcommittee of the Senate commerce committee headed 
by Senator Bailey, of North Carolina, April 10, voted to report 
favorably to the whole committee on the nominations of the 
two admirals as well as on those of Joseph B. Kennedy, chair- 
man, designate of the commission, and Thomas M. Woodward 
and Edward C. Moran, Jr. In view of the fact that the whole 
committee had previously approved the nominations it was 
regarded as a certainty that the nominations would be re- 
ported to the Senate. Chairman Copeland, of the committee, 
had referred the matter to the special subcommittee in view 
of charges of certain labor groups against the two admirals. 
Senator Black, of Alabama, who had objected in the Senate 
when Chairman Copeland attempted some time ago to report 
the nominations to the Senate, was not present at the hearing. 
After his objection he had conferred with President Roosevelt 
and Postmaster General Farley at the White House with 
respect to the nominations. 

Admiral Wiley was attacked principally because he had 
concurred in a letter written by Admiral Taylor, a member 
of the temporary Maritime Commission, expressing approval 
of organization of licensed ship personnel into the Offshore 
Licensed Officers’ Association, the allegation of opposing 
labor groups being that this was a “company” union move- 
ment. Admiral Wiley said he knew nothing about “company” 
unions in that connection and he stood by his endorsement of 
the movement. Admiral Land was attacked because of posi- 
tions taken by him, on behalf of the Navy Department in 
charge of getting fighting ships built, with respect to labor 
matters arising under the NRA and the Walsh-Healey bill 
governing labor conditions in the making of things purchased 
by the government. He explained that matters to which he had 
taken exception had to do with, as he believed, situations that 
interfered with getting the ships built, the job assigned to 
him by the Navy. 

Admiral Wiley, his voice breaking, said he had worked 
for 60 years; that he had always worked for the betterment 
of the enlisted man in the Navy; that though he was strict in 
the command of ships he was an exponent of the square deal 
and that his men knew that while they had to jump when he 
spoke that they would get a square deal from him. He spoke 
of his participation in adjustment of labor disputes, having been 
appointed by the President to act in several cases involving 
shipyard labor. He said he had displeased both labor and em- 
ployers but that he had decided what he had believed to be fair 
to both sides. 

Senator Bailey stood and shook hands with Admiral Wiley 
when he had concluded his statement. 

“We'll all agree he’s a first class fighting man,” said 
Senator Bailey amid a great outburst of applause by those in 
the hearing room. 

Admiral Land, an expert on naval construction, said that 
the charges made against him by labor were known by the 
President when he nominated him to be a member of the 
commission. 

Organized labor split in its position with respect to the 
admirals. Paul Scharrenberg, legislative representative of the 
International Seamen’s Union, supporting the Wiley nomination, 
said the admiral was fair-minded and that President Green, of 
the American Federation of Labor, had made a similar state- 
ment to him. He said that Ralph Emerson, who opposed 
the Wiley nomination on behalf of the Atlantic district of the 
I. S. U., represented seceders from the I. S. U. 

_ E. L. Oliver of the Marine Engineers’ Beneficial Associa- 
tion and the Masters, Mates and Pilots’ Association, Pacific 
Coast District International Longshoremen’s Association, op- 
posed the Wiley nomination, charging the admiral was antag- 
onistic to labor. James P. Frey, president of the Metal Trades 
Department of the A. F. of L., opposed Admiral Land’s nomina- 
tion because of positions taken by him under NRA codes. J. J. 
Delaney, of the Masters, Mates and Pilots Association, op- 
posed the Wiley nomination. 
th Representatives of the Veterans of Foreign Wars and of 
e Military Order of the World War appeared in support of 
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the nominations. Others who appeared in support of the 
nominations were Joseph E. Sheedy, formerly vice-president 
of the government Fleet Corporation, and Kenneth Gardner, 
who praised Admiral Wiley’s record in labor arbitration cases. 
The subcommittee went into executive session after the 
hearing and in a few minutes Senator Bailey emerged with 
the announcement that all five nominations had been approved. 
The nominations to the commission were reported to the 
Senate April 12 from the commerce committee, which previously 
had received the following report from the subcommittee, com- 
posed of Senators Bailey, Bilbo, Overton, McNary and White, 
recommending confirmation of the five appointments: 


Your committee respectfully reports that it met on Saturday, 
April 10, and heard everyone who desired to be heard in the matter 
of the confirmation of appointments of members of the Maritime Com- 
mission, to wit: Joseph P. Kennedy, Thomas M. Woodward, Edward 
C. Moran, Rear Admiral R. A. Wiley, and Rear Admiral Emory S. 
Land. 

There was no complaint whatever respecting Messrs. Kennedy, 
Moran, and Woodward. 

The complaints respecting Admiral Wiley were to the effect that 
he was not considered fair from the point of view of certain repre- 
sentatives of a group in labor—there being no complaint whatever as 
to his capacity and character. 

The complaint as to his fairness was founded upon one letter in 
which he approved a plan proposed in a labor controversy. 

On the other hand a number of witnesses testified emphatically to 
his fairness. Paul Scharrenberg, legislative representative of the Inter- 
national Seaman’s Union, affiliated with the American Federation of 
Labor, declaring that Admiral Wiley was fair, had shown himself fair 
in a long career in which there had been many controversies, and that 
his appointment was entirely satisfactory. He added that he had 
authority to say that William Green, president of the American Fed- 
eration, shared this opinion. 

The only accusation touching Admiral Land was that in connec- 
tion with the N. R. A. and the Walsh-Healey legislation he had advo- 
cated a 40 hour week in the Navy Yards as opposed to a 32 hour 
week. The Admiral stated that he had appeared under orders from 
the secretary of the navy and that he had represented the official 
views of his superiors in the line of duty, and that the Congress had 
approved the 40 hour week, that all this matter was known to and 
approved by the President prior to his appointment. 

It appeared that there was a division in the seaman’s labor 
organization, that about one-third of the members of the International 
organization had withdrawn, and that the objections to the confirma- 
tions of the Admirals was confined to a large extent to representa- 
tives of this one-third. 

It also appeared that the President had selected these Admirals 
because of their peculiar and unusual fitness to represent the special 
relation of the Merchant Marine to the Navy, and that it would be 
difficult to find two more worthy members of the Maritime Commission. 

Admiral Wiley has been commander of the fleet, is devoted to his 
country and the navy, and his standing as a man and an officer is 
such as to leave nothing to be desired. In civilian activity he has 
served with general satisfaction on the Steel and Textile Labor Re- 
lations Boards. Chief Justice Stacy of the Supreme Court of North 
Carolina, who served with him, bears witness in writing that ‘‘I have 
always found him fair, courageous and painstaking.”’ 


Admiral Land has served the navy with great distinction as 
architect and engineer, and is extraordinarily fitted for the position to 
which he has been appointed. He will bring to the commission tech- 
nical knowledge and experience indisputable to the administration of 
the new act. 


The committee is unanimously of the opinion that the accusations 
as to unfairness are without substantial foundation, and on the other 
hand that the nominees are not only fair but also very highly capable 
of the duties to which the President would assign them, and that 
better men to serve on the new commission would be difficult, if not 
impossible, to find. 


We therefore recommend confirmation of the five appointments. 


The Maritime commissioners were all confirmed the after- 
noon of April 15. 


WATER CARRIER AGREEMENTS 


The following described action has been taken by the 
Maritime Commission on agreements filed pursuant to the 
provisions of section 15 of the shipping act, 1916, as amended: 


Agreements Approved 


2916-3 between Standard Fruit & Steamship Company and United 
Fruit Company, modifying agreement 2916, as amended, to provide 
that the rate per kilo ton for handling expenses, which is used in com- 
puting payments made by one party to the other, shall be increased 
from $3.00 to $4.00. Agreement 2916, as amended, provides for the 
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apportionment of cargo and the pooling of earnings on traffic from 
New York to Santiago and to Cuban outports via Santiago. 

5469 between Kokusai Kisen Kabushiki Kaisha (Kokusai Line) 
and Pan-Atlantic Steamship Corporation providing for the transporta- 
tion of cargo under through bills of lading from ports in Japan to 
New Orleans, Mobile, and Panama City, with transhipment at New 
York. 

5658 between Swayne & Hoyt, Ltd. (Gulf Pacific Line) and Osaka 
Shosen Kaisha (Osaka Mercantile Steamship Co.) providing for the 
transportation of cargo under through bills of lading from United 
States Gulf ports to ports in the Federated Malay States and Straits 
Settlements, with transhipment at Los Angeles Harbor or San Francisco. 

5691 between Nippon Yusen Kaisha and Agwilines, Inc. (Clyde- 
Mallory Lines) providing for the transportation of cargo, except ship- 
ments of raw cotton, under through bills of lading from China and 
Japan to Charleston, Jacksonville, Galveston, Miami, and Tampa, with 
transhipment at New York. 

5692 between Nippon Yusen Kaisha and Ocean Steamship Company 
of Savannah providing for the transportation of cargo, except ship- 
ments of raw cotton from Tientsin, under through bills of lading from 
China and Japan to Savannah, with transhipment at New York. 

5731 between Wessel, Duval & Co., Inc. (The West Coast Line) 
and Southern Pacific Company (‘‘Morgan Line’’) providing for the 
transportation of seeds, dried lentils, and dried beans under through 
bills of lading from ports in Chile and Peru to New Orleans, Galves- 
ton, and Houston, with transhipment at New York. 

5739 between Luckenbach Steamship Company, Inc., and United 
Fruit Company providing for the transportation of canned goods and 
dried fruit under through bills of lading from United States Pacific 
Coast ports to specified ports in Colombia and Jamaica, with tranship- 
ment at New York. 

5740 between Dollar Steamship Lines Inc., Ltd., and Bull Insular 
Line, Inc., providing for the transportation of oleomargarine and 
vegetable lard under through bills of lading from Manila to Puerto 
Rican ports, with transhipment at New York. 

5743 between American Mail Line, Ltd., and Luckenbach Gulf 
Steamship Company, Inc., providing for the transportation of cargo 
under through bills of lading from Japan, Korea, Formosa, Siberia, 
Manchuria, China, Hongkong, Indo-China, and the Philippine Islands 
to United States Gulf of Mexico ports, with transhipment at Los Angeles 
Harbor, San Francisco, Portland, or Seattle. 

5746 between Detroit and Cleveland Navigation Company and 
Cadillac Cartage Company providing for the use of space in the ware- 
houses of Detroit and Cleveland Navigation Company at Cleveland, 
Buffalo, and Detroit to accommodate merchandise tendered to or re- 
ceived from the latter company by the Cadillac Cartage Company. 

5781 between Nippon Yusen Kaisha and Agwilines, Inc., providing 
for the transportation of cotton in bales under through bills of lading 
from Tientsin to Charleston, with transhipment at New York. 

5783 between Osaka Shosen Kabushiki Kaisha and Pan-Atlantic 
Steamship Corporation providing for the transportation of cargo under 
through bills of lading from China, Japan, and Formosa to New Or- 
leans, Mobile, and Panama City, with transhipment at New York. 

5804 between Luckenbach Steamship Company, Inc., and Carriso, 
Inc. (Flood Lines, Inc.) providing for the transportation of cargo under 
through bills of lading from United States Atlantic Coast ports to 
specified ports in Australia, Samoa, Fiji Islands, Tonga Island, New 
Caledonia, New Britain, New Guinea, .New Hebrides, Solomon Island, 
and Thursday Island, with transhipment at San Francisco. 

5805 between Luckenbach Gulf Steamship Company, Inc., and Car- 
riso, Inc. (Flood Lines, Inc.), providing for the transportation of cargo 
under through bills of lading from United States Gulf ports to speci- 
fied ports in Australia, Samoa, Fiji Islands, Tonga Island, New Cale- 
donia, New Britain, New Guinea, New Hebrides, Solomon Island, and 
Thursday Island, with transhipment at San Francisco. 


5552 between Dollar Steamship Lines Inc., Ltd., and Aktiebolaget 
Svenska Amerika Linien (Swedish-American Line), Aktiebolaget Sven- 
ska Amerika Mexiko Linien (Swedish-America Mexico Line) and 
Rederiakhiebolaget Transatlantic (Transatlantic Steamship Company, 
Ltd.) providing for the transportation of cargo under through bills of 
lading from San Francisco and Los Angeles to Gothenburg, Malmo, 
Helsingborg, Stockholm, Lulea, and Norrkoping, Sweden, and Helsinki 
and other Finnish ports, with transhipment at New York. 


5664 between N. V. Stoomvaart Maatschappy ‘‘Nederland”’ and N. V. 
Rotterdamsche Lloyd (Pacific-Java-Bengal Line) and American-Ha- 
waiian Steamship Company providing for the transportation of cargo 
under through bills of lading from Straits Settlements, Port Swetten- 
ham, Dutch East Indies, and the Philippine Islands to United States 
Atlantic Coast ports, with transhipment at Los Angeles Harbor, San 
Francisco, Portland, or Seattle. 

5734 between The Ocean Steam Ship Co., Ltd., and The China 
Mutual Steam Navigation Co., Ltd. (Blue Funnel Line) and Lucken- 
bach Steamship Company, Inc., providing for the transportation of 
cargo under through bills of lading from China, Hongkong, and Japan 
to United Atlantic Coast ports with transhipment at Los Angeles Har- 
bor, San Francisco, Portland, or Seattle. 

5736 between Nippon Yusen Kaisha and Luckenbach Steamship 
Company, Inc., providing for the transportation of cargo under through 
bills of lading from China, Japan, Manchukoa, Philippine Islands, 
Hongkong, Indo-China, Siam, Straits Settlements, India, Ceylon, and 
East Indies to United States Atlantic Coast ports with transhipment at 
Los Angeles Harbor, San Francisco, Portland, or Seattle. 

5756 between Nippon Yusen Kaisha and Luckenbach Gulf Steam- 
ship Company, Inc., providing for the transportation of cargo under 
through bills of lading from China, Japan, Manchukuo, Philippine 
Islands, Hongkong, Indo-China, Siam, Straits Settlements, India, Cey- 
lon, and East Indies to United States Gulf of Mexico ports, with tran- 
shipment at Los Angeles Harbor, San Francisco, Portland, or Seattle. 

5757 between Canadian Pacific Steamships, Ltd., Canadian Pacific 
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Railway Company (British Columbia Coast Steamship Service), Border 
Line Transportation Company, and Luckenbach Steamship Company, 
Inc., providing for the transportation of cargo under through bills of 
lading from China, Japan, and the Philippine Islands to United States 
Atlantic Coast ports, with transhipment at Vancouver, British Columbia, 
and Seattle. 

5758 between Canadian Australasian Line, Ltd., Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company (British Columbia Coast Steamship Service), Border 
Line Transportation Company, and Luckenbach Gulf Steamship Com- 
pany, Inc., providing for the transportation of cargo under through 
bills of lading from Australia, Tasmania, New Zealand, and the Fiji 
Islands to United States Gulf of Mexico ports, with transhipment at 
Vancouver, British Columbia, and Seattle. 

Conference 59-10 between The Booth Steamship Company, Ltd., 
Lamport & Holt Line, Ltd., Munson Steamship Line, and other car- 
riers comprising the membership of the River Plate and Brazil Con- 
ferences, modifying the agreement of that conference to more accurately 
express the understanding of the parties in respect to absorptions at 
loading or discharging ports. 


Agreements Cancelled 


4966 between American Mail Line, Ltd., and Luckenbach Gulf 
Steamship Company, Inc., which has been superseded by 5743. 

5230, as amended, between Luckenbach Steamship Company, Inc., 
and Carriso, Inc. (Flood Lines, Inc.), which has been superseded by 
5804. 


1485, as amended, between Dollar Steamship Lines inc., Ltd., and 
Swedish American Line, Swedish America Mexico Line, and Trans- 
atlantic Steamship Company, which has been superseded by 5552. 

2125 between Pacific-Java-Bengal Line and American-Hawaiian 
Steamship Company, which has been superseded by 5664. 

1328 between Blue Funnel Line and Luckenbach Steamship Com- 
pany, Inc., which has been superseded by 5734. 

1329 between Nippin Yusen Kaisha and Luckenbach Steamship 
Company, Inc., which has been superseded by 5736. 

4638 between Nippon Yusen Kaisha and Luckenbach Gulf Steam- 
ship Company, Inc., which has been superseded by 5756. 

5430 between Canadian Pacific Steamships, Ltd., Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company (British Columbia Coast Steamship Service), Border 
Line Transportation Company, and Luckenbach Steamship Company, 
Inc., which has been superseded by 5757. 

4915 between Cadadian Australasian Line, Ltd., Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company (British Columbia Coast Steamship Service), Border 
Line Transportation Company, and Luckenbach Gulf Steamship Com- 
pany, Inc., which has been superseded by 5758. 


SAFETY AT SEA 


“We are now making definite progress toward the restoration 
of our maritime supremacy with particular emphasis on the im- 
portant factor of safety,” said Assistant Secretary of Commerce 
Johnson in an address April 14 at New York before the marine 
section of the Greater New York Safety Conference under the 
auspices of the eighth annual convention of the National Safety 
Council. “One of the most forward steps to this end was the 
passage of the merchant marine act of 1936, signed by the Presi- 
dent on June 29, and known as the ship subsidy act.” 

Mr. Johnson reviewed the activities of the Bureau of Marine 
the field of marine safety, and also referred to the work of the 
Inspection and Navigation of the Department of Commerce in 
Bureau of Lighthouses and the Coast and Geodetic Survey. In 
conclusion he said: 


From these facts it must be clear to you that the United States 
government has arisen to its full responsibility for the safe develop- 
ment of the maritime industry. Notwithstanding this generally recog- 
nized situation, efforts have recenfly been made, through baseless criti- 
cism equivalent to verbal sabotage, to destroy the confidence of the 
American people in their own ships. Thoughtless individuals, either 
through ignorance or prejudice, have persistently sought to mislead 
the uninformed to the detriment of the merchant marine of their own 
country. 

I not only desire but invite constructive criticism but when the 
intent is malicious, the challenge must be met by all patriotic citizens, 
who have a material as well as a patriotic equity in our sea-going 
services. 

I am sure you can be depended upon to continue to coordinate 
your thought and action with us and with all others who recognize 
their responsibilities and see that the channels of truthful information 
are kept open and that the problems affecting maritime activity are 
approached sanely and solved wisely. 

I repeat that our ships are the safest in the world. We are going 
to maintain that record. 


HEAD OF COMMERCE TRANSPORT 


Thomas E. Lyons, who has been acting chief of the trans- 
portation division of the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Com- 
merce of the Department of Commerce, has been made chief, 
succeeding Ralph L. Dewey. Mr. Lyons also is executive secre 
tary of the Foreign Trade Zones Board and will retain that 
position. He has been with the Department of Commerce for 
many years. Last year he visited the principal ports of Europe 
for the purpose of studying shipping and handling facilities. 
He also obtained foreign shipping experience as a supercarge 
for the Shipping Board in 1919 and 1921. 
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U. S. BARGES ON SAVANNAH RIVER 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Establishment of federal barge line service on the Savan- 
nah River between Augusta and Savannah, Ga., was urged 
before a subcommittee of the House committee on interstate 
and foreign commerce the afternoon of April 9 at a hearing on 
H. R. 4213, introduced by Representative Brown, of Georgia, a 
pill authorizing the Secretary of War to extend the services 
and operations of the Inland Waterways Corporation to the 
Savannah. 

Representatives Chapman, of Kentucky, and Holmes, of 
Massachusetts, were the members of the subcommittee present 
at the hearing. 

No witness apeared in opposition to the bill. Proponents 
stated to the subcommittee that the newspapers of Augusta 
had had a number of articles about the proposal and that, 
apparently, by silence the railroads indicated they had no objec- 
tion to it. 

Augusta, it was explained, was not on a through railroad 
route, being at the dead ends of the lines serving it. These 
railroads, it was contended, would benefit by barge line opera- 
tions on the Savannah. 

Witnesses called by Representative Brown in support of 
the bill were Mayor R. E. Allen, Jr., of Augusta; D. F. Phil- 
pot, warehouseman representing the Augusta business interests; 
F. M. Grady, manager of the Augusta traffic bureau; and L. S. 
Moody, secretary of the Chamber of Commerce of Augusta. 

Representative Brown said the proposal for extension of 
the Federal Barge Line operations to the Savannah River had 
been approved by the Secretary of War, the Director of the 
Bureau of the Budget, and the chairman of the board and 
president of the Inland Waterways Corporation. 


Ashburn Testifies 


Major General T. Q. Ashburn, chairman of the board and 
president of the Inland Waterways Corporation, read a report 
from the Secretary of War stating that the proposal had been 
submitted to the Director of the Bureau of the Budget who 
had brought it to the attention of the President and that it 
was not objectionable to the President. 


General Ashburn pointed out that the bill authorized the 
Secretary of War to extend the services to the Savannah under 
the same terms and conditions as prescribed for the extension 
of such services and operations to any tributary or connecting 
waterway of the Mississippi River in section 3 (b) of the in- 
land waterways corporation act of May 29, 1928. If the Sec- 
retary of War found the conditions prescribed in the law to 
exist he could establish the service, said General Ashburn, if 
the bill were passed. 


The Secretary of War said that, inasmuch as the Federal 
Barge Lines were operating on the Mississippi, Missouri, Illi- 
nois, Warrior and from New Orleans to Mobile, approximately 
3,200 miles, he saw no reason why the services should not be 
extended to the Savannah. 

In answer to a question by Representative Brown, Gen- 
eral Ashburn said it would not be necessary for Congress to 
make an appropriation for the establishment of the service. 
He said the corporation had three vessels which could be con- 
verted into towboats for use on the Savannah. He said the 
corporation now had a reserve fund of almost $5,000,000 and 
had not drawn from the U. S. Treasury $3,000,000 of the total 
capital authorized by Congress. He believed that if the public 
was going to get any good out of the improvement of the 
Savannah River by the federal government, the barge line 
service should be extended as proposed. 

Congress had appropriated $2,000,000 for a lock and dam 
near Augusta which, it was stated, would provide a depth of 
from five to six feet and provide the necessary channel for the 
proposed service. A subsidiary of the Pure Oil Company now 
—. on the river, transporting petroleum products, it was 

ed. 

_ _ Traffic available for barges, said Representative Brown, 
included kaolin clays, clay products, cottonseed products, sugar, 
fertilizer materials and cotton. 

Mayor Allen said Augusta would turn its terminal facilities 
over to the Inland Waterways Corporation. 

When Representative Holmes remarked that the railroads 
were not taking kindly to waterway improvements, the state- 
ments were made that in this instance there was not opposition 
from the railroads. Mr. Philpot said he had talked to railroad 
freight solicitors and they were not objecting to it. 


Augusta and Traffic 


6 Mayor Allen said the railroads serving Augusta were not 
ighting the proposal. He contended the railroads would get 
traffic from the barge service. The views of the Augusta in- 
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terests with respect to the proposal were set forth as follows 
by Mr. Moody: 


For more than one hundred years from the time Augusta was 
established in 1735 that community was the distributing center for 
sections of Tennessee, North Carolina, and practically all of North 
Georgia and western South Carolina. The only avenue of transporta- 
tion was by boat and wagon, and hides, cattle, sheep, geese and all 
kinds of poultry were brought to Augusta by the early settlers who 
were farmers themselves and who traded with the Indians, and these 
commodities were shipped by boat to Savannah and from thence to 
the ports of the world. Coming up the river by boat was sugar, coffee, 
clothing apparel, agricultural equipment, guns, ammunition, and prac- 
tically everything that people consumed or used that they could not 
produce themselves. 


Then the railroads came in about 1840 and there was an era of 
railroad building that lasted until well after 1900. Freight could 
be shipped quicker by rail than by water but it cost much more, but 
the railroads cut their rates to meet water competition, but at the 
same time they always kept the freight differential in Augusta, as com- 
pared with cities that had not rivers, very low, and with the idea of 
discouraging the revival of water traffic. Armed with this differential 
in freight rates Augusta throve and became a great manufacturing 
and wholesale distributing center. In fact she became the laurel 
of the south from the standpoint of her textile industries, while she 
received more than half a million bales of cotton per year and be- 
came the second largest inland cotton market east of the Mississippi 
and also she ranked, next to Memphis, as the greatest cottonseed oil 
crushing center in the eastern half of the cotton belt. 


In 1920 Congress passed a transportation act containing the long 
and short haul clause and which provided, among other things, that 
potential use of waterways should not any longer influence freight 
rates. This meant that if Augusta and the entire region about Augusta 
was to benefit by the Savannah River they must use the Savannah 
River. 


Augusta is advantageously situated so as to be the great dis- 
tributing center for a vast area of the southeast, which has rich 
industrial and agricultural possibilities. At the head of navigation 
on the Savannah River, we have a city which is on a line, north 
and south, with Toledo, Ohio, and which is farther west than any 
other that is reached by a tributary to the Atlantic Ocean. Since 
all of us recognize how much, cheaper it is to ship by water than 
by any other method of transportation, developing port Augusta is 
virtually pushing the Atlantic ocean 130 miles inland, which is the 
approximate highway and rail distance from the port of Savannah. 

Millions of dollars have been saved in freight rates in the past 
by reason of the differentials on freight enjoyed by Augusta and the 
territory within 100 miles of that city, due to water transportation 
and the growth of our section of the southland, what has been saved 
is small compared to what will be used. Cheap freight rates from a 
city means that the consumer pays less for what he buys and the 
producer gets more for what he sells. 


Now when we consider that Augusta is a point where seven 
railroads and three national highways meet the Savannah River and 
that we are in the heart of a section that is rich in minerals, that 
has fertile soil, and with industrial possibilities such as are possessed 
by few sections, then we may get a true picture of what we may 
expect from the development of the Savannah River and tie in water 
transportation with rail and truck hauls. We wish you gentlemen 
to understand that we are making no fight on the railroads, that 
our slogan is ‘‘In by Water Out by Rail’’ and that there is going to 
be so much business in this rapidly developing industrial area that 
there is going to be plenty of traffic for all transportation agencies 
that are efficient and haul goods economically. 


Cotton Compresses 


Now let us pick up a few of the commodities on which savings 
will be affected. In the first place we have warehousing capacity for 
half a million bales of cotton and enormous compresses that com- 
press these bales into half their normal size and make them ready 
for export or shipment to the New England mills. Hundreds of thou- 
sands of bales of cotton can be moved down the Savannah River to 
the Port of Savannah, where it will be taken by ocean liners for ex- 
port to the New England mills and a saving of approximately $1 per 
bale can be effected which will be reflected in an increased price of 
$1 per bale to the producer of that cotton. In our textile mills we 
spin into clothing and yarn 100,000 bales of cotton per year which 
can be taken to the world’s markets at a saving of from $2 to $3 
per ton over the present all-rail and water price and by rail and water 
we mean rail to Savannah or Charleston and water to its destination. 


Let us consider the cottonseed industry and we wish to empha- 
size that before our rates were taken away from us, due to the non- 
use of the Savannah River because the government had not provided 
a guaranteed year-round channel, many thousands of tons of cotton- 
seed meal were shipped to eastern markets at a rate of approximately 
$4 per ton against a rate of $7.20 per ton at the present. We cannot 
meet the competition of cottonseed meal producers 6n the Gulf Coast 
that now have an all-water rate to the east of approximately $4 per 
ton and, therefore, these markets have been lost to us. 


Kaolin Traffic 


Let us take the case of kaolin, and we are the center of the rich- 
est kaolin producing area in the world. The great bulk of kaolin goes 
to Cincinnati, East Liverpool, Ohio, and mid-western markets because 
we have no water rate to the east on kaolin due to the low tariff on 
this commodity and the low water rates on ocean freighters, kaolin 
is brought back from England and France to New York, Boston 
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and other ports on our eastern seaboard at such a price as to ex- 
clude our own kaolin. 

We are employing approximately 500 people in the kaolin industry 
in Augusta and vicinity, and we could more than double this number 
if we had the eastern markets open to us. 

Brick is another commodity we can ship at a great saving by 
water if Federal barge service is placed on the Savannah River for 
we can land brick in Hampton Roads and Chesapeake Bay at a low 
price and give better profit on brick than it can be secured from 
other points. While by using an intracoastal waterway we could 
sell millions of brick per year in Florida while at present we are 
excluded from this state because of a little longer railroad haul than 
other Georgia brick producing cities have. We could quadruple our 
brick production if Federal barge service on the Savannah River in- 
stead of employing 1,000 men in the making of brick and hollow tile, 
we could easily employ 4,000 because our supply of clay for brick mak- 
ing is inexhaustible. 

In Congressman Paul Brown's home town of Elberton are large 
granite quarries and the owners of these quarries assure us that if we 
can get barge service on the Savannah River they will send thousands 
of tons annually to us at Augusta for shipment over Federal barge lines 
to Florida, Cuba, and also to scores of towns along the north Atlantic 
seaboard. 

We could go on and quote to you statistics showing economic 
advantages to a great region by giving us Federal barge service on 
the Savannah River, but I think that in this resume I have covered 
the most important points. We feel that you can aid us in a develop- 
ment which is going to hasten the day when the southeast will become 
an agricultural and industrial empire, for we have almost limitless 
potential power developments on the Savannah River. We have an 
ideal climate. We have favorable labor conditions, and we have a 
vast quantity of the raw product for manufacturing. Add to this 
ideal transportation conditions, consisting of water, rail and high- 
way and we believe our section will grow by leaps and bounds. 


N. Y. SHIPPERS’ CONFERENCE 
The Traffic World New York Bureau 


While taking the stand that it was still strongly opposed to 
any regulation of water carriers, the Shippers’ Conference of 
Greater New York, at its meeting April 14, went on record as 
ready to point out on Congressional hearings what it consid- 
ered the defects of pending bills in order that, if such bills 
are certain to pass, at least some modifications may be made to 
protect shippers and ship owners. 

According to W. H. Chandler, traffic manager of the New 
York Merchants’ Association, and chairman of the Conference 
committee on legislation, the position of the Shippers’ Confer- 
ence for many years has been in opposition to any regulation of 
port-to-port rates of water lines by the Commission. The 
conference reaffirmed its action and voted to oppose the pass- 
age of the bill, pointing out, however, what it considered seri- 
ous defects in the proposed legislation, particularly with repect 
to the yardstick for measuring water rates, the inclusion of 
local lighterage in New York Harbor in the bill, if in the opinion 
of the Commission it should be regulated, and criticizing the 
absence of any provision requiring the Commission to give 
the basis of its findings. 

When appearing at the House committee hearing on the 
bill Mr. Chandler will speak for the Conference along the lines 
mentioned. 

This definition of the stand of the Conference was embodied 
in a resolution offered by Fred Pomeroy, of New Jersey, and 
was adopted after a debate. 

Some members were of the opinion that the conference 
should “stand pat” on opposing any kind of water carrier 
regulation. Others pointed out that this would be a mistaken 
policy, in view of the fact that sooner or later legislation 
of this kind would be enacted. Should the bill be enacted, 
Mr. Chandler pointed out, it would be wiser for the conference 
to endeavor to get it modified in a way that would give not only 
protection to the shippers but to the steamship companies also. 

He said there were some very objectionable features in the 
bill such as the proposed regulation of matters affecting New 
York harbor which were purely local questions. In recom- 
mending that the conference take the action which it finally 
did, he pointed out that, at first, the conference had been 
opposed to the motor carrier act but that, when it was seen 
that it would finally become law, shippers intervened to see 
at least some protection was given to shippers that was not 
originally provided by the measure. 

R. A. Cooke, traffic manager of the American Publishers’ 
Association, was of the opinion that it would be better for the 
conference to stick to its previous stand or that a mail vote 
be taken of the entire membership. 

Chairman A. C. Welsh was of the opinion that, while the 
conference should explain to the House committee why it was 
opposed to water carrier regulation, the opportunity ought to 
be taken to point out the supposed weak points of the bill. 

S. P. Hughes, reporting for the store door delivery com- 
mittee, said the New Haven and Boston and Maine Railroads 
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had added stations to their pickup and delivery service with- 
out extra charges so as to cover all the point where enough 
business warranted it. 

W. H. Connell, traffic manager for the Port Authority of 
New York, reported a hearing date would be shortly set by 
Commissioner Eastman on Docket 27655, the southern class rate 
investigation. The conference is to be represented at the hear- 
ing. 

Mr. Connell, reporting on all commodity rates from C. F. A, 
Territory to New Orleans, said he had taken up with N. W. 
Hawkes, chairman of the freight traffic managers’ committee of 
the Trunk Line Association, the difference between the rates 
from Chicago to New Orleans versus New York, requesting 
“that the discrepancy be considered by the committee and point- 
ing out the desirability of placing the rate to New York more 
nearly upon a parity with the rate to New Orleans ascertained.” 
He added that Mr. Hawkes had advised him that the matter 
was now being handled with the C. F. A. lines and that definite 
decision in the matter was expected shortly. 


INTERCOASTAL INCREASES 


The Traffic World New York Bureau 


The Intercoastal Steamship Freight Association is expected 
to make known shortly its decision as to the proposed increases 
in freight rates affecting iron and steel and drug and chemical 
manufacturers, against which the industries concerned have 
filed protests and on which hearings have been held. 

While some of the interests affected are opposed to any 
increase as being hurtful to their business, some of them have 
expressed willingness to agree to a “reasonable” increase in 
rates, if applied all along the line; if not, they say, they will 
ship by railroad rather than be discriminated against. 

The Eastern Drug and Toilet Preparation Traffic Confer- 
ence with S. P. Beatty, secretary of the conference, and east- 
ern traffic manager for the Colgate-Palmolive-Peet Company, 
and G. O. Griffith, general traffic manager of Sterling Products, 
Inc., on behalf of drug, chemicals, toilet preparations, and pro- 
prietary medicines, have been leading the fight against the 
increased rates. The conference represents plants as far west 
as Chicago, St. Louis, Detroit, Indianapolis, Cleveland and Cin- 
cinnati, as well as firms in the south at Memphis, Tenn., and 
Greensboro, N. C. Other cities represented in this protest are 
Boston, Buffalo, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and numerous other 
points along the Atlantic seaboard. 

The arguments put forward by the drug people is that 
the intercoastal carriers, in fixing their rates, do not seem to 
visualize the shippers’ point of view. They point out item 
1079, in the intercoastal tariff, which is the general item ap- 
plicable to shipments of drugs, chemicals, etc. They are op- 
posed to the present restrictions which prevent mixing of vari- 
ous commodities in one shipment. 


“THE MARITIME SUBSIDIES” 


John Nicolson, of New York City, formerly special counsel 
of the U. S. Shipping Board and director of several bureaus 
of that board charged with promotional work in aid of private 
shipping lines, has published a volume entitled, ‘“‘The Maritime 
Subsidies.” It deals with the subsidies under Titles V and VI 
of the merchant marine act, 1936, including relevant provisions 
of other portions of that act, and of the shipping act, 1916, 
and merchant marine act, 1920. 

Mr. Nicolson said the book had been prompted by a desire 
to promote an interpretation of the act of 1936, “which will 
effectively encourage private capital to invest, extensively in- 
vest, in the construction and operation of American vessels in 
foreign trade.” 

“Although some provisions of the law, from the point of 
view of owners and operators of ships under the American 
flag, may seem unfortunate on their face,” said he, “the part 
they will in fact have in the practical application of the act 
as a whole, will not be known, until they shall have been co- 
ordinated by the commission with the main purpose of the 
act; and it is that power of adaptation which justifies faith in 
the possibilities of the present law, even as it stands, for the 
attainment of the goal.” 


FURTHER HEARING DENIED 


The Maritime Commission has denied the petition of Maur- 
ice Pincoffs Co., filed in docket No. 223, Blue Diamond Corpora- 
tion, Ltd. et al. vs. American-Hawaiian Steamship Co. et al. 
for a further adjourned hearing or, in the alternative, for am 
order authorizing the taking of a deposition of a Pincoffs wit 
ness, the Pincoffs company being one of the complainants, on 
written interrogatories and cross interrogatories. 
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Shipping Decisions 
Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, 
published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. Copyright, 
1937, by West Publishing Co.) 





OOOO 


(Circuit Court of Appeals, Second Circuit.) In proceed- 
ing to limit liability, cost of reproduction at date of valuation 
may ordinarily be considered in estimating value of vessel. 
(The Black Eagle, 87 Fed. Rep. (2d) 891.) 

In proceeding to limit liability, exaggerated figures of value 
of petitioner’s vessel, arrived at by considering cost of repro- 
duction at date of valuation, held properly ignored.—Ibid. 

In proceeding to limit liability, where there is no market 
value that may be established by contemporaneous sales of 
like property other evidence is resorted to in estimating value 
of vessel.—Ibid. 

Valuation of petitioner’s vessel of $250,000, approved in 
proceeding to limit liability on basis of experts’ opinions, was 
accepted by Circuit Court of Appeals, where there was some 
evidence justifying valuation.—Ibid. 

Separate allowance of $50.00 for spare parts, added to 
value of petitioner’s vessel by Commissioner in proceeding to 
limit liability, held required to be deducted where there was no 
evidence of valuation of such parts.—lIbid. 

“Freight then pending,” within statute limiting liability of 
owner of vessel to value of interest in vessel and her freight 
then pending, refers to “earnings of voyage” (46 U. S. C. A., 
Sec. 183). —Ibid. 

Where vessel, under contract with United States to carry 
mail to Belgian ports and to carry undelivered mail and empty 
mail bags on return trip without additional charge, figured in 
collision on return trip, payment for carrying mail held not 
“freight then pending” on return voyage, to be surrendered in 
limitation proceedings, since voyages were distinct, and pay- 
ment was for services on eastward voyage only (46 U.S. C. A., 
Secs. 183, 861; Merchant Marine Act. 46 U. S. C. A., Sec. 891 
et seq.).—Ibid. 


FLORIDA SHIP CANAL 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


All that President Roosevelt ever said to him about the 
Florida ship canal, said Major General Markham, chief of 
engineers, U. S. army, before the House rivers and harbors 
committee, was in reply to a remark made by the general 
that the cost probably would run around $200,000,000. 

“That’s all right if you can get it back,” the President 
replied, according to the general. 

General Markham made the statements when a member of 
the committee inguired about the President’s relation to the 
proposal. 

In answer to questions by other members of the committee 
General Markham stated his conclusions as to building the 
canal were reached independently by him. He said he was not 
influenced by any suggestions of the President. 

“Potential” canal traffic and “probable” savings in freight 

rates estimated in army engineer reports on the Florida ship 
canal project are wholly untenable and there is no public 
convenience nor necessity to warrant the construction of the 
proposed canal, according to H. V. Borjes, assistant freight 
traffic manager of the Atlantic Coast Line, who appeared on 
behalf of the Association of American Railroads in opposition 
to the project before the committee April 14. J. E. Willoughby, 
chief engineer of the Atlantic Coast Line, also appeared in 
Opposition. 
_ ‘It is the position of the railroads,” said Mr. Borjes, deal- 
ing with the issue from the traffic standpoint, “that there is 
no public need nor necessity for the proposed Florida cross- 
state canal; there is already a surplus of transportation facili- 
es in the trade channels which it is claimed would be benefited 
by the construction of this canal. It is of conspicuous signifi- 
cance that nowhere in any of the reports which have been 
rendered on this project has the claim been made that there 
= not sufficient transportation facilities in these trade chan- 
els. 

Mr. Borjes said he attended the hearing held on the project 
by the Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors and was 
astonished to observe “a most surprising and significant thing, 
and that was lack of support from the only source which could 
Possibly bring about any materialization whatever of the al- 
leged benefits of the proposed canal from a traffic standpoint, 
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namely, the owners and operators of watercraft. Not one 
single person was presented by the proponents of the proposed 
canal who owned or operated ships in the Gulf trade to testify 
that he would use the canal if it is built.” 

“It is claimed that ship operators and owners will save 
millions of dollars annually in operating costs by the construc- 
tion of this canal, yet, not one single ship owner or operator 
appeared before the board to say he would use the canal if 
it is built,” said he. 

Mr. Borjes said the revisory board of army engineers made 
a survey to determine the potential traffic and found it to be 
46,985,464 short tons, of which petroleum traffic constituted 
75.65 per cent, or 35,542,576 short tons. 

“The revisory board,” continued he, “then endeavored to 
ascertain the view of shipping companies with reference to the 
canal and the views expressed by the transporters of petroleum 
products unequivocally discloses that there is no economical 
justification for the construction of the canal in so far as con- 
cerning the petroleum traffic representing 75.65 per cent of 
what is claimed to be the potential canal traffic.” 

Out of seven actual petroleum transporters answering the 
revisory board’s questionnaire, said Mr. Borjes, all but one ex- 
pressed opinions which clearly indicated that no public benefits 
would be derived from the building of the canal so far as 
petroleum traffic was concerned. One of these petroleum lines 
wrote that even if its vessels were permitted to transit the 
proposed canal absolutely free from port charges and canal 
tolls, “our transportation costs would be reduced considerably 
less than 1 cent per barrel. A saving of only a comparatively 
few hours would be realized by a vessel in the Gulf-North 
Atlantic trade, due partly to the reduced speed at which it 
would be necessary for a vessel to proceed while in the re- 
stricted waters of the canal. Therefore, we do not believe there 
would be any monetary advantage to this company... and 
we do not contemplate using this canal should it be constructed.” 
Continuing, Mr. Borjes, in part, said: 


The railroads made some investigation with transporters of pe- 
troleum products, and while I think it is preferable to deal with the 
investigation made by the Revisory Board, rather than the investiga- 
tion made by the railroads, I do want to say that the replies received 
to the questionnaire sent out by the Revisory Board are typical of 
the responses to the inquiry made by the railroads. 

Let us look further into the matter of the questionnaire sent out 
by the Revisory Board. In paragraph No. 542 of its report, it is stated: 

‘‘The board has endeavored to ascertain the view of shipping com- 
panies with reference to the canal. Seventy-four letters were directed 
to owners or operators from which only 29 replies were received. Of 
these 14 were favorable to its construction, five were unfavorable and 
10 were unresponsive. . . . The lack of response to questions of this 
character is not unusual.”’ 

In the first place, I think the statement, ‘‘The lack of response 
to questions of this character is not unusual,’’ is an entirely erroneous 
conclusion, particularly on a project of this magnitude and involving 
such tremendous expenditures of public funds. I respectfully submit 
that a prudent assumption is that the lack of responses to the ques- 
tionnaire obviously indicates a lack of beneficial interest in the pro- 
ject. The owners and operators of ships are the only sources which 
could possibly bring about any materialization whatever of any of 
the alleged benefits, with the single exception of temporary unemploy- 
ment relief. Now if the shipping companies are not sufficiently inter- 
ested in the construction of this canal to have replied to the question- 
naire, it seems quite obvious to me that the project is not worthy 
of favorable consideration at least to the extent of navigation im- 
provement. 

The summarization in paragraph 542 of the Revisory Board’s re- 
port of the 29 replies received to the questionnaire appears to be in- 
correct. I have already quoted from the 7 replies made by the oil 
companies, only one of which expressed a favorable view; the other 
6 expressed unfavorable views. 

Now as to the remaining 22 responses from other than petroleum 
products transporters, I cannot, in the time alloted to me, read ex- 
tracts from all of them sufficiently to show their views. I have, there- 
fore, reproduced such extracts in Appendix ‘‘A,’’ which is attached 
to copy of my testimony that has been distributed among you. The 
letters from which these extracts are quoted are annexed to the report 
of the Revisory Board. While the time alloted to me will not permit 
the reading of all of these quotations, I would like to read a few of 
them. In following me in the reading of these quotations, please con- 
stantly bear in mind that they are taken from the responses to the 
questionnaire sent out by the Revisory Board. 

Quoting from letter of July 21, 1936: 

ms . Will state that we would have very little occasion to use 
such a Canal, and are not in favor of same.’’ 

Quoting from another letter of July 21, 1936: 

“It is, of course, not for us to recommend or disapprove of the 
building of this Canal, as we have no basis on which to calculate the 
initial cost in operating expenses versus savings. We can only state 
that to us the savings per year would be very small.’’ 

Quoting from still another letter of July 21, 1936: 

‘“‘We are favored by your letter of 17th inst. in reference to the 
Canal project between the Gulf and the Atlantic, to which project, 
however, we regret that we cannot conscientiously subscribe at this 
time, speaking as taxpayers.’’ 

Quoting from a letter of July 29, 1936: 
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“Accordingly, and further because of the risk of collision and 
grounding that would be taken in navigating the Canal, it is our 
present opinion that we would not avail of the Canal excepting in 
cases of some emergency.” 

Quoting from a letter of July 31, 1936: 

‘“‘We wrote Senator Vandenburg our views on this Canal when 
it was being considered by U. S. Congress. As our position has not 
changed since that time, we wish to reiterate that we do not intend 
to use this Canal with our vessels because we do not feel that any 
saving would be effected, and the hazards of bottom damage on our 
vessels would be increased. 

“It is beyond our power of imagination that the federal govern- 
ment would insist on spending the taxpayers’ money for a project of 
this kind which will not be used sufficiently to warrant this expendi- 
ture. We understand that the War Department turned the project 
down, and the PWA turned the project down, and the National Con- 
gress and Senate all turned it down; but in spite of this efforts are 
being continued to throw this money away. Consequently, we are 
wondering why the taxpayers should be forced to stand for such a 
procedure.”’ 

Quoting from a letter of August 12, 1936: 

“Considering possible delays entering Canal and chances of dam- 
age in transit, it is our opinion that estimated saving of twenty (20) 
hours is not sufficient to recommend our government’s expending huge 
amounts on proposed Canal. 

“Oh September 10, 1934, we informed the National Gulf-Atlantic 
Ship Canal Association and Florida State Canal Commission that we 
thought the proposed canal would not offer sufficient saving to warrant 
expense involved.”’ 

Correctly summarized, the 29 responses to the Revisory Board’s 
questionnaire, including the 7 from the oil companies from which I 
have quoted, would appear to be as follows: Seven were non-com- 
mital; 11 were favorable; 11 were unfavorable; total 29. 

The railroads also made some investigation with shipping com- 
panies other than transporters of petroleum products, and while I 
think it is preferable to deal with the investigation made by the Re- 
visory Board, rather than the investigation made by the railroads, 
I do want to say that the majority of the responses to the inquiries 
made by the railroads were unfavorable to the canal... . 

I most respectfully submit that before the construction of a project 
of this kind should be undertaken there should first be definitely es 
tablished that there is a general public need and necessity therefor. 
Apropos, I think it is pertinent to this hearing to review the charge 
of Congress pertaining to the extension of railroad lines, or building 
of new railroads. This provision is contained in section 1, paragraph 
8 of the Interstate Commerce Act, and reads: 

= . no carrier by railroad subject to this act shall undertake the 
extension of its line of railroad, or the construction of a new line of 
railroad, or extension thereof, or shall engage in transportation under 
this act over or by means of such additional or extended line of rail- 
road, unless and until there shall first have been obtained from the 
Commission a certificate that the present or future public convenience 
and necessity require or will require the construction, or operation, or 
construction and operation, of such additional or extended line of rail- 
mea..." 


The purpose of this act is to develop and maintain adequate rail- 
way system, and to prevent wasteful competition and the building of un- 
necessary lines (T. & P. Ry. vs. G. C. & S. F. Ry., 270 U. S. 266), and 
to control railroads whose operations affect interstate commerce in 
such a way as to avoid excessive expenditures by the building of un- 
necessary lines, and to prevent injurious competition (Transit Com. 
vs. U. S., 1 Fed. Supp. 595). ... 


Freight Rate Reductions 


I will now deal with the anticipated reductions in freight rates 
which it is alleged will result from the construction of the proposed 
canal. 

A very important element entering into the construction of freight 
rates appears to have been entirely overlooked, and that is the value 
of the service. If the time in transit is shortened, no one can but deny 
that the value of the service increases. 


In I. & S. Docket No. 1280, involving rail and water rates from At- 
lantic Seaboard Territory to Texas Points, 61 I. C. C. 740, and 63 I. C. C. 
267, the Morgan Line and the Mallory Line proposed to reduce class 
and commodity rates from New York and points in Atlantic Seaboard 
territory to Galveston and Houston, Texas, and certain interior Texas 
points to be in line with the rates maintained from Philadelphia by the 
Southern Steamship Company. In its report in 63 I. C. C. 267, at page 
273, the Commission said: 


“The Southern Steamship Company, under the present adjustment, 
derives advantages from the location of Philadelphia nearer than New 
York to certain points of production and of Houston nearer than Gal- 
veston to points of consumption and is able to maintain its line by rea- 
son of traffic which it hereby obtains, but it is urged that in view of 
the more frequent sailings, the superior service, and shorter time in 
transit, the respondents now have no difficulty in drawing a substan- 
tial portion of traffic even at higher rates, and that the proposed rates 
will enable these lines to take away traffic from the Southern Steamship 
Company to such an extent that the line will have to be discontinued, 
and Philadelphia and Houston will be deprived of their water route.’’ 

It so happens that the freight rates in the particular trade channels 
which might utilize this canal if it is constructed are very much de- 
pressed because of competitive conditions. That fact is of common 
knowledge in the transportation circles. I will not attempt to here go 
into the details as to the history of the all-water rates between the 
North Atlantic ports and the Gulf ports because it has been very 
briefly described in one sentence by the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion in Twenty-Third Supplemental Report in Consolidated Southwest- 
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ern Cases, reported at 211 I. C. C. 601. This sentence appears on page 
610 of that report, and reads: 

“To Texas and Louisiana, however, the original adjustment has 
been materially modified as a result of lower combinations on the ports 
resulting from the establishment of reduced port-to-port rates, the lat- 
ter in turn being the result of rate wars between the so-called regulated 
lines and the unregulated competing lines handling their entire traffic 
on port-to-port rates.’’ 

The quotation I have just read from the Commission deals with 
the water rates to the Texas and Louisiana ports. However, the water 
rates between the North Atlantic and Tampa, Fla., are also depressed 
because of the same circumstances and conditions. As a matter of fact, 
the rates between the North Atlantic ports, on the one hand, and the 
South Atlantic ports, on the other hand, are depressed because of 
competition with unregulated steamship lines, including tramp steamers, 

In these circumstances, it is an untenable premise to assume that 
the building of the proposed canal will result in further reductions ip 
these already abnormally low rates between the North Atlantic and 
Gulf ports. . . . There is absolutely no ground upon which to premise 
an assumption that the construction of the proposed canal will result 
in reduced freight rates to Tampa. Such an assumption is incon- 
ceivable. 

This erroneous assumption of the revisory board appears to have 
been readily recognized by the Board of Engineers for Rivers and 
Harbors in its report of February 24, 1937, for that board said: 

“Since at present all water rates to Tampa are less than those to 
Miami, it is clear that The present lower rates to other Gulf ports are 
based on competitive conditions rather than cost of service, and that 
this estimated saving is not probable."’ 

And, it also said: 

“A saving of $750 by transit through the canal for a moderately 
loaded cargo carrier might amount to 1 cent per hundred weight. The 
existing steamship rates are based on competitive conditions as well as 
on cost of service, and the saving in cost because of the transit through 
the canal is so small in proportion to the total cost of service that no 
reduction in rates sufficient to attract new business appears likely 
where steamship service is already established.” 


Claims Cost Estimates Too Low 


Mr. Willoughby went into detail as to estimated costs of 
the project. He said the estimate of cost of General Markham 
of $197,921,000 was insufficient to accomplish the work as the 
same would be actually done if authorized. He said while the 
conclusions of the Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors 
were in general good engineering, and sound economics, its 
estimate of $291,843,000 was insufficient in that the unit costs 
were made on a basis of calculated performance of dredges 
yet to be designed by the United States; in that the estimates 
of cost ignored the cost experience of Panama as developed in 
the construction period of that canal, and in the later enlarge- 
ment and improvement in the works. In part he said: 


The estimate of the Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors 
should be revised to more nearly state the cost as: 
ROR) GOMBETUCIAOR COME TWEE oon cvc ccc cccccasencsacccceced $354, 455,000 
Interest during construction, 3.7% on one half of 6 years ... 39,345,000 


COE ER a a Re ee a ee ee $393,800,000 
Note: The total construction cost revised does not include certain 
costs that will be incurred nor contributions to be exacted of civic 
communities. 
Annual carrying charges on construction cost 3.7% on $393,- 


$19, 448,000 

The proposition is that the United States shall spend $393,800,000 
and assume an annual charge of $19,448,000"so that shipping may save 
at the expense of present transport industry a maximum possible es 
timated $8,543,000 annually, although that shipping is largely on record 
as not favoring the ship canal construction, * * * 

It is reassuring to the public that the Board of Engineers for 
Rivers and Harbors has, upon careful review of this Florida Canal 
matter, reached in the main a sound and substantial conclusion in re 
gard to the lack of justification of a proposed Cross-State Atlantic 
Gulf Canal, and it is evidence of good engineering and sound judgment 
that the Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors reports that the 
reasonably assured present and expected benefits from a canal across 
Florida do not establish economic justification for the expenditure 
necessary for its construction. 


FOREIGN TRADE WEEK PROGRAM 


Secretary Roper has made public the following program 
sheduled for observance of Foreign Trade Week, May 16 to 
May 22, inclusive, which the Department of Commerce is 
sponsoring in cooperation with the United States Chamber of 
Commerce, the National Foreign Trade Council and other na 
tional and local organizations. 

Secretary Roper will open the program in New Orleans 
on Monday, May 17, as guest speaker at a dinner arranged by 
the New Orleans Association of Commerce and other groups 
interested in foreign trade. 

On Tuesday, May 18, Col. Fred D. Fagg, Jr., directot, 
Bureau of Air Commerce, will be guest speaker at a luncheon If 
Miami, Florida, this program being arranged by the Chamber 
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of Commerce in that city, and other local groups interested in 
foreign trade. 

Assistant Secretary of State Francis B. Sayre will be 
juncheon guest speaker at the Hotel Astor on Wednesday, May 
19. The program in New York is being arranged by the Na- 
tional Foreign Trade Council and other groups interested in 
foreign trade. The Ambassador from Great Britain, the Am- 
pbassador from Argentina, and Mr. James H. Perkins, chairman 
of the board of directors of the National City Bank of New 
York will also speak on this program. 

On Thursday, May 20, Assistant Secretary of Commerce 
J. Monroe Johnson will be dinner guest speaker at Peoria, 
Illinois. The program there is being arranged by the Peoria 
Association of Commerce and other groups interested in foreign 
trade. 

On Saturday, May 22, Secretary of State Hull will deliver a 
nation-wide radio address from Washington during the evening. 

Secretary Roper at the opening in New Orleans on May 
17 will read a special foreign trade week message by President 
Roosevelt. 

It is probable that Secretary Hull will read President 
Roosevelt’s annual Maritime Day message as a part of his 
nation-wide radio address on May 22. 

Schedules are being arranged for other government officials 
to address various trade groups in different sections of the 
country during Foreign Trade Week. 

Arrangements are being made for the addresses by Secre- 
tary Hull and Secretary Roper, and Assistant Secretaries of 
Commerce and State to be broadcast over a nation-wide hook- 
up with short wave transmission of the addresses by the two 
Cabinet officers to the Latin American countries. 


BALTIMORE-GULFPORT RATES 


The Maritime Commission has instituted No. 434, Baltimore, 
Md.-Gulfport, Miss., class and commodity rates, involving Bull 
Steamship Line supplement No. 13 to SB No. 31, proposing to 
cancel class and commodity rates between Baltimore and Gulf- 
port via Pensacola, Fla., and the Coast Transportation Co., effec- 
tive April 13. The Commission said in an order that cancellation 
would result in increases in rates and that the Bull line be directed 
either to withdraw the proposed cancellation or to postpone the 
effective date thereof, pending a hearing and decision concern- 
ing the lawfulness of the proposed increases. The Gulfport Port 
Commission and Gulfport Chamber of Commerce protested the 
supplement. 


SHIP SUBSIDY ADJUSTMENTS 


The conference between the Export Steamship Corporation 
and the Maritime Commission on the subject of the adjust- 
ment of the ocean mail contract held by the company has been 
postponed, at the request of the company, from April 15 to May 
17. This company holds the contract on ocean mail route 5 
extending between New York and Mediterranean ports. 

The commission April 12 held a conference with the Balti- 
more Mail Steamship Company on the subject of the adjust- 
ment of the mail contract held by this company on ocean mail 
route 46 extending betwen Baltimore and Norfolk and France 
and Germany. Representatives of the company at the confer- 
ence were Donald Symington, President, G. F. Ravenal, vice- 
president, Stuart S. Janney, counsel, and G. M. Shriver, chief 
accountant. 





MARITIME COMPLAINT DISMISSED 
The Maritime Commission has dismissed docket No. 155, 
The Port Utilities Commission of Charleston, S. C., vs. American- 
Hawaiian Steamship Co. et al. on the complainant’s own mo- 
tion. The notice of that action says no objection was made 
to dismissal and that good cause was shown for such dismissal. 





UPPER MISSISSIPPI CHANNEL 

Representative Johnson, of Minnesota, in “extension of 
remarks” in the Congressional Record of April 14, asserted 
there was immediate necessity for including the Minneapolis 
(Minn.) upper harbor in the 9-foot channel of the Mississippi 
River. Pointing out that the upper Mississippi project provided 
for a 9-foot channel at a cost of “some $150,000,000,” he said 
Minneapolis had a small terminal, but very limited harbor 
Space, although there was quite easily accessible some 9 miles 
of deep water, from 1,000 to 2,500 feet wide, extending through 
the heart of the industrial district of the city. To extend the 
9-foot channel to that water he said it was only necessary to 
walla two locks, an engineering survey as to which was now 
ing made by the army engineers. Since it would take more 
than two years to complete these locks, said he, it was impera- 
tively necessary that the authorization for the locks be given 
now, so that the harbor might be opened to commerce as 
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soon as possible after the completion of the channel job itself, 
by the end of 1938. 


MARITIME COMMISSION INTERVENTION 
The Maritime Commission has permitted the State Port 
Authority of Virginia to intervene in docket No. 408, American- 
Hawaiian Steamship Co. et al. vs. Standard Steamship Co. 
et al. 


GULF INTERCOASTAL CONFERENCE 


Approval has been given to the entry of the Isthmian Line 
into the Gulf Intercoastal Conference. 


MARITIME COMMISSION CASE 


The Maritime Commission has permitted the Norfolk Port- 
Traffic Commission to inervene in No. 408, American-Hawaiian 
Steamship Co. et al. vs. Shepard Steamship Co. et al. 





INCREASE IN OCEAN RATES 


Beginning July 1 an increase in freight rates of approxi- 
mately 10 per cent is due to go into effect on steamship lines 
operating between Great Britain and the United States and 
Canada, it is announced in New York. This jump in rates is 
credited as being due to increased labor costs. 


PERFECT SHIPPING MONTH 


Indications at the headquarters of Perfect Shipping Month 
in Chicago are that shippers and carriers alike are intensifying 
their vigilance to prevent freight loss and damage in April. 
Shippers’ advisory boards are cooperating unanimously. Some 
of them have set up specially enlarged claim prevention com- 
mittees through which reports, suggestions and requests for 
information are clearing; others have broken the work down 
by subcommittees appointed to handle the matter with reference 
to certain commodities or groups of commodities, while still 
others have appointed subcommittees on frieght loss and dam- 
age prevention for the cities within their respective territories. 

Files at headquarters show also activities among trade 
associations and on the part of individual shippers especially 
with regard to checking the condition of shipments on arrival. 
Several shippers have prepared placards for attaching to the 
car calling attention to the manner in which the contents were 
stowed and suggestion methods of unloading and asking con- 
signees to note condition of contents and to report on it. 

The management committee is preparing and will send to 
shippers within a few days a bulletin calling attention to the 
part played in the reduction of freight loss and damage by the 
railroad inspector. The bulletin will ask for cooperation on 
the part of shippers with these inspectors and will point out 
how their work is intended to be of assistance to shippers and 
receivers of freight. 

The railroads and the Railway Express Agency have also 
been active in circularising their employes, especially those 
engaged in the handling of freight, asking especial vigilance. 
The Express Agency has issued a printed circular in tabloid 
newspaper form copies in which have been placed in the hands 
of each of its 60,000 employes. 

The management committee’s 32-page booklet “Perfect 
Shipping” has already been placed in the hands of nearly 
100,000 shippers and shipping room employes. An additional 
order for 25,000 copies has been placed and will be ready for 
distribution within a few days. 


NEW PENNSYLVANIA RAILROAD EQUIPMENT 


Following a meeting of the directors of the Pennsylvania 
Railroad April 14 it was announced that the railroad would 
build 2800 new steel freight cars and the chassis for 11 new 
electric passenger locomotives, all the construction to take 
place at the railroad’s Altoona, Pa., works. The total cost will 
be $10,750,000, of which $7,740,000 will be financed by a new 
equipment trust. The rest of the money will be provided by 
the railroad company. 

Of the new freight cars 1000 will be 50-foot double-door 
box cars for general freight, including automobiles; 1500 will 
be 52-foot mill-type gondolas of 70-ton capacity, designed for 
general mill service and specially suited for handling pipe and 
structural steel, and 300 will be covered weatherproof hopper 
cars for carrying cement and other commodities in bulk. 

The 11 new locomotives will be of the GG-1 type for high- 
speed service in the railroad’s electrified territory. They will 
furnish the motive power for the new electrification westward 
to Harrisburg, Pa., now under way. The new box cars will be 
completed by midsummer, the gondolas and hopper cars by 
the end of the year, and the locomotives early in 1938. 
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Questions and Answers 


N this column will be answered questions of both legal and practical 

mature that confront persons dealing with traffic. A specialist on inter- 
state commerce law, who is a member of our special service department, 
will give his opinion in answer to any simple question relating to the law 
of interstate transportation of freight. The same man, with long experience 
and wide knowledge, will answer questions relating to practical traffic prob- 
lems. We do not desire to take the place of the traffic man but to help him 
in his work. 

The right is reserved to refuse to answer in this column any question, 
legal or traffic, that it may appear to us unwise to answer or that involves a 
situation too complex for the kind of investigation herein contemplated. If a 
more comprehensive answer to a question is desired than is thought proper for 
this column, the department will answer it by letter for a reasonable charge. 


No attention will be paid to anonymous communications or questions 
from nonsubscribers. 


Address Questions and Answers Department, 
Traffic Service Corporation, Earle Building, Washington, D. C. 
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Liability of Carrier for Further Injury by Flood to Damaged 
Goods Refused by Consignee 


Missouri.—Question: We have a claim which we have filed 
with the carriers and they have declined payment and we 
would like for you to cite us Commission rulings. 

We had a shipment of a machine that arrived at destina- 
tion, and the consignee was notified that the shipment was on 
hand. The consignee called at the carrier’s freight house to 
pick up the shipment and found that there was a shortage. He 
refused to accept the shipment with the shortage, due to the 
fact that he could not use the machine without receiving the 
shipment complete. The machine was still on the carrier’s dock 
three days later, waiting until the shortage arrived. Due to 
this three day delay the machine was damaged by flood water. 

Now if the shipment had arrived complete, delivery would 
have been made and the machine would not have been in the 
flood. We have filed claim for the full invoice value of the 
machine, basing our claim on the foregoing facts. 

Answer: Although there is some authority to the con- 
trary, where the goods are injured during transportation, or 
part of them are lost, the consignee, it is said, cannot abandon 
the consignment and sue for the full value, but must accept 
the goods as tendered and sue for damages. Myer vs. Vicks- 
burg R. Co., 6 Sou. 218; Morell vs. Northern Central R. Co. 
(N. Y.), 16 Hun. 585; Freeman vs. Weir, 94 N. Y. S. 327; Cen- 
tral of Ga. R. Co. vs. Montmollen, 39 Sou. 820; Parsons vs. U. S. 
Express Co., 125 N. W. 776; Reason vs. Detroit, etc., R. Co., 113 
N. W. 596; C. C. C. & St. L. Ry. Co. vs. Bement-Rea Co., 154 
N. W. 32; Crinnella vs. Northwestern Pac. R. Co., 259 Pac. 
774; Patterson vs. R. Co., 195 S. W. 1163, and R. Co. vs. Novet, 
199 S. W. 496. 

Where the goods are so materially damaged as to destroy 
their value, the consignee may, of course, refuse to accept and 
sue for the full value, since in that event nothing that the con- 
signee might do would lessen the loss and so diminish the car- 
rier’s liability. G. C. & S. F. Ry. Co. vs. H. B. Pitts & Son, 
83 S. W. 727; McGrath vs. C. & W. C. Ry. Co., 75 S. E. 44. 

While without the missing parts the machine was incom- 
plete and therefore useless, it is a doubtful question whether 
the consignee had, under the principle of the decisions cited 
in the preceding paragraph, the right to refuse to accept the 
machine in its incomplete condition, if it is a fact that the miss- 
ing parts were readily obtainable. If the missing parts were 
not readily obtainable, the carrier is, in our opinion, liable for 
the further damage to the machine but not for the full value 
thereof if it still has a substantial value for the purpose for 
which it is intended. 

If, however, the shipper was not justified in refusing to 
accept the machine because of the missing parts, the carrier 
is liable during the time it was held awaiting acceptance by 
the consignee only as a warehouseman, the burden being on 
the consignee or owner of the machine to prove negligence on 
the part of the carrier resulting in further damage to the 
machine. 

See our answer to Indiana on page 1062 of the June 2, 1934, 
Traffic World, under the caption, “Liability of Carrier as Ware- 
houseman,” with respect to the liability of a carrier as ware- 
houseman. 


Through Routes and Joint Rates for Transportation of Property 
by Common Carrier by Motor Vehicle 
Ohio.—Question: We are very much concerned about 
whether or not the Commission is empowered under any sec- 
tion of the Motor Carrier Act, to prescribe and require through 
routes and joint through rates in connection with the movement 
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of property over two or more motor carriers in interstate com. 
merce. 

We are not unmindful of the fact that Section 216(c) pro. 
vides that common carriers of property by motor vehicle may 
establish reasonable through routes and joint rates, etc., but 
the matter in which we are concerned is whether or not the 
Commission is precluded from requiring the establishment of 
reasonable through routes, and joint rates, in connection with 
two or more common carriers of property. 

We think it quite unlikely that such a question has as yet 
been adjudicated by the Commission, though there are strong 
indications of doubt as to the Commission’s power in this re. 
spect; and we are sure that your opinion will be welcomed 
by the shipping public, as well as the carriers. 

In making answer, please give consideration to Section 202, 
of the Act, as well as the remedy for removing discrimination 
under Section 216 (d) where a carrier participates in joint 
through rates in one instance, and refuses to joint in through 
rates in another instance, where other carriers are involved, 

In the event the Commission does not have the power to 
prescribe through routes and joint rates, in your opinion, what 
distinction would be made in the fixation of reasonable local 
rates, and reasonable proportional rates between the same 
points in connection with the same line. 

Answer: Under the provisions of paragraph (a) of Section 
216 of the Motor Carrier Act, 1935, common carriers of pas- 
sengers by motor vehicle are required to establish through 
routes with other common carrier and to establish just and 
reasonable rates and equitable divisions for rates covering such 
traffic. However, as to the transportation of property by motor 
common carriers, the motor carrier act contains no provision 
requiring the establishment of through routes and joint rates, 
the establishment of through routes and joint rates being per- 
missive, but not compulsory under the provisions of paragraph 
(c) of Section 216. 

Where such through routes and joint rates are voluntarily 
established by common carriers of property by motor vehicle, 
the Commission is given authority by the provisions of para- 
graph (e) of section 216 to pass upon the reasonableness of 
joint rates so established and to adjust the divisions thereof. 

The above interpretation of the Motor Carrier Act is sup 
ported by the legislative history of the Motor Carrier Act. 

With respect to the provisions of paragraph (d) of Section 
216, it is our opinion that the provisions of this paragraph do 
not afford a remedy for removing discrimination where a Car- 
rier participates in joint through rates in one instance, and 
refuses to join in through rates in another instance, where other 
carriers are involved. 

As you will observe in Part I of the Interstate Commerce 
Act, Section 3 contains a specific provision, namely subdivision 
3 of Section 3, which prohibits discrimination between connect- 
ing lines. Such a provision is not contained in Section 216 of 
the Motor Carrier Act. 


Connecting Carriers—Liability of Intermediate Carriers for Loss 
or Injury to Goods 


District of Columbia.—Question: If consistent will you 
please advise in regard to the following questions: 

In the case of concealed damage to a shipment handled by 
more than one carrier subject to the interstate commerce act, 
is there any difference in the proof which the shipper must make, 
depending on whether he files his claim against the initial carrier 
or against an intermediate connecting line? 

If the shipper elects to file his claim with and again the 
initial carrier may he also subsequently file separate claims 
against connecting carriers in case involving concealed loss? 

Answer: Section 219 of the Motor Carrier Act, 1935, states 
that the provisions of Section 20, paragraph 11, of part 1, shall 
apply with like force and effect to receipts or bills of lading of 
common carriers by motor vehicle. Under the provisions of para- 
graph 11, of Section 20 of the Interstate commerce Act the initial 
carrier is required to issue a receipt or bill of lading for property 
received by it for transportation, and is liable to the lawf 
holder thereof for any loss, damage or injury to such property 
caused by it or by any common carrier to which such property 
may be delivered or over whose line or lines such property may 
pass when transported on a through bill of lading. Likewise, 4 
carrier delivering property so received and transported is also 
liable to the lawful holder of the receipt or bill of lading for 
the full actual loss, damage or injury to such property ca 
by it or by any common carrier to which such property may be 
delivered or over whose line or lines such property may pass 
when transported on a through bill of lading. 

While under the provisions of Section 20, paragraph 11 of 
the Interstate Commerce Act, either the initial or the deliver 
ing carrier is liable for damages which occur on its line or the 
line or lines of its connections, this rule does not apply to the ir 
termediate carrier. An intermediate carrier is not liable for 108s 
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or damage which occurred prior to the receipt of the goods by 
that line and if sued the burden is upon the shipper to show 
that the loss, injury or delay occurred on the line of the inter- 
mediate carrier, although there is a presumption under the 
jaw that the shipment was delivered to the intermediate carrier 
in the same condition as when received by the initial carrier. 

Therefore, if the shipper shows that the goods were deliv- 
ered in good condition to the initial carrier the law will pre- 
sume that it was delivered to the intermediate carrier in the 
same condition, and the burden then rests upon the inter- 
mediate carrier to rebut the presumption and show that the 
joss or damage did not occur on its line. If the intermediate 
carrier shows that the loss or injury did not occur on its line 
recovery could not be had against that line, but an action could 
then be brought against either the initial or delivery carrier, 
in which event it would not be necessary to determine on which 
carrier the loss or damage occurred, but merely to show 
that the goods were received in good condition and that the 
amount delivered at origin was not received at destination, or 
that the goods were received at destination in a damaged 
condition. 

As under the provisions of Section 219 of the Motor Carrier 
Act the provisions of Section 20, paragraph 11 or Part 1 of the 
Interstate Commerce Act apply to common carriers by motor 
vehicle, the above statements apply with equal force to both 
carriers by rail and motor vehicles. 

State and Interstate Traffic 


Florida.—Question: Your opinion is earnestly solicited in a 
matter which has resulted in considerable controversy in which 
no two seem to have the same interpretation. The substance 
of the matter covers pool car shipments of commodities from 
without the state to Miami, Florida, there to be distributed to 
various destinations within the state of Florida. 

There is a tariff on file with the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission published by W. M. Miller, Agent, Atlanta, Georgia, 
furnishing proportional rates applying on classes and commodi- 
ties between points in the state of Florida and various ports. 
This tariff is known as the South Port Tariff, MF I. C. C. 
No. 12. In addition to this tariff, the L. & L. Freight Lines has 
published Local and Joint Tariff No. 1, giving class and com- 
modity rates between points in Florida. This tariff is on file 
with the Florida Railroad Commission. It has been the con- 
tention that this freight although moving in a pool car and 
with new bills of lading issued to cover the movement from 
Miami to destination, that the freight does not lose its identity 
in transit from point of origin to final destination. However, in 
applying the proportional rate as shown in the South Ports Tariff 
mentioned above we find that in some cases this rate exceeds 
the local rate published in our intrastate tariff. 

Answer: Where there is an original and continuing inten- 
tion that the goods shall move through from point of origin to 
an interstate destination or to a foreign destination, the trans- 
portation is interstate or foreign commerce in character. 

It is not the method of transportation but the continuity 
of the movement from a point in one state to a point in another 
state which determines whether traffic is interstate. See B. & O. 
S. W. R. Co. vs. Settle, 260 U. S. 166, 43 S. Ct. 28, and Hughes 
Bros. Lumber Co. vs. Minnesota, 272 U. S. 469, 47 S. Ct. 170. 

Ordinarily, unless at the time a shipment moved from point 
of origin, the final destination has been fixed as the second 
destination point, the movement under a new bill of lading 
from the original destination to a point in the same state 
is not an interstate movement. The intention of the parties at 
the time the shipment moves from point of origin governs 
and not the subsequent disposition of the shipment after its 
arrival at its original destination. Sinclair Refining Co. vs. 
F.W. & R. G. Co., 148 I. C. C. 582; C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. vs. 
Iowa, 233 U. S. 334, 34 S. Ct. 592; B. & O. S. W. R. R. Co. vs. 
Settle, 260 U. S. 166, 43 S. Ct. 28; A. C. L. Ry. vs. Standard 
Oil Co., 275 U. S. 257, 48 S. Ct. 107. 

If there is an existing and continuing intention at the time 
the shipment is delivered to the carrier at point of origin, to 
make a through shipment to the final destination thereof, and 
the shipment does not come to rest prior to the final truck 
haul, under the Commission’s opinion in Tampa Fuel Co. vs. 
A.C. L., 43 I. C. C. 231; International Agricultural Corpora- 
ion vs. Director-General, 74 I. C. C. 726; Du Pont de Nemours 

Co. vs. Director-General, 74 I. C. C. 191; Germain Co. vs. 
L.& N. 85 I. C. C. 449; Schloss & Kahn Groeery Co. vs. 
L. & N., 95 I. C. C. 618; Hamersley Mfg. Co. vs. Erie R. R. 
Co., 126 I. C. C. 491, 148 I. C. C. 47 (affirmed in United States 
vs. Erie, 280 U. S. 98, 50 S. Ct. 51), the interstate rate is 
applicable for the final truck haul. 


Tariff Interpretation—Routing Instructions Impossible of 
% Application 
Louisiana.—Question: I wish to refer to you a question 


of rate application and desire that you give me the benefit of 
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your opinion, giving reference to any cases which may have 
been decided by the Commission, decisions which may be 
used as authority in your conclusions. 

Federal Barge Lines’ Freight Tariff No. 52-F, Agent L. D. 
Chaffee’s I. C. C. A-365, provides for Class 1 rates between 
southeastern points and ports located on the waterway, as 
well as between points in the Southeast and stations in Ken- 
tucky. My question is confined to the application of a rate, 
the basis for which is found on page 39 of the tariff. On 
that page rate basis numbers are provided between Kentucky 
points and stations located on specified railroads in Alabama, 
Louisiana, Mississippi and Tennessee. Index 13310 provides 
for Rate Basis 123 between New Albany, Miss., and Louisville, 
Ky., the route for which is confined to a St. L. S. F. routing 
as shown by Route No. 20 on page 68. 

Under the application of these rates, shown on page 39, 
provision is made that “For Rates or Basis for Rates from or 
to points not specifically provided for, see Item 135.” Item 135 
provides for the application of S. F. T. B. Tariff 700, Agent 
Roy Pope’s I. C. C. 15, for the determination of a basis for 
rates from or to points not specifically published. Note 1 of that 
item, which provides that routing from or to such points will be 
the same as from or to the Base Point, will be eliminated by 
the next supplement to the tariff. 

S. F. T. B. Tariff 700 does not restrict the application of a 
group basis by any provision pertaining to its railroad location. 
Pontotoc, Miss., is a local station on the G. M. & N. R. R. 
and takes the New Albany basis for rates as provided in 
S. F. T. B. Tariff 700. 

While the stations shown vertically on page 39 are pub- 
lished under the names of specific railroads, there is no provi- 
sion in the tariff that the rates are restricted to apply via 
these particular rail lines. Specific routing is provided which 
may or may not restrict the application of these rates. You 
understand, of course, that where a specific routing is not 
provided in a tariff, that the route may be made up of rail 
lines parties to the tariff. 

The point which I wish to have cleared is whether Pontotoc, 
Miss., is provided with a Class I rate from Louisville, Ky. 

Answer: We are unable to locate decisions of the Commis- 
sion which cover facts similar to those set forth above, although 
its decision in Lammert Furniture Co. vs. Southern Ry. Co., 
126 I. C. C. 197, the Commission enunciated a principle, the 
inverse of which if applied to the facts in the instant case would 
preclude the application of the New Albany, Mississippi, rate to 
Pontotoc, Miss. In that case the Commission in effect held that 
limitations contained in a tariff to which cross reference is given 
in another tariff applied to the tariff making cross reference 
thereto. 

In the intant case, unless the routing provisions of Note 
1 of Item 135 of Federal Barge Lines Tariff No. 52-F, Agent 
Chaffee’s I. C. C. A-365, which provisions are impossible of 
application, are disregarded, there is no applicable basis for 
rates from Louisville, Ky., to Pontotoc, Miss., in the tariff to 
which you refer. 

There appears to be no ground for disregarding routing 
instructions which are specifically and inseparably made a 
part of a rate between given points and therefore, we are 
inclined to the opinion that no applicable rate exists. We cannot 
locate a decision of the Commission in point. 


Taxation of Property Temporarily in State or in Transit 

Illinois —Question: We are informed that we, as a shipper, 
may combine a number of L. C. L. shipments to various 
destinations in the State of Mississippi, into a carload and 
consign said carload to a local freight agent at a certain 
point in Mississippi for distribution. 

The local freight agent will act as our agent and forward 
the shipments to various destinations in same state L. C. L. 

Also, we are told that a tax of some kind is imposed on 
these L. C. L. shipments and added to the freight charges— 
and that these same shipments are considered intrastate ship- 
ments. 

This applies to commodities embraced in the uniform iron 
and steel articles list. 

Our contention is that (1) a carrier cannot act as an agent 
for shipper, and (2) that shipments are not intrastate but 
interstate as the ultimate destination was known and intended 
when the goods left the original point of origin as a carload, 
and (3) as interstate shipments, no tax can be levied against 
an interstate shipment when said tax applies only on intrastate 
shipments. Please cite tariff authority and Commission deci- 
sions in your reply. 

Answer: Under the provisions of Section 3, of Item 10-C of 
Agent Pope’s Split Delivery Rules Tariff No. 260-B, I. C. C. No. 
1875, delivery of freight carried at carload ratings or rates 
will be made to one consignee only, except that, where re- 
quested by consignee, carload freight in packages will be un- 
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loaded by the carrier and sorted into different lots at the car- 
rier’s station platform for delivery or reforwarding, as shown 
below, and the carrier will assess a service charge of 2% 
cents per hundred pounds, which will be in addition to all other 
charges. 

The above stated provision of the tariff referred to does 
not contemplate that the carrier’s agent shall act upon the 
instructions of the consignor but that, upon the instructions 
of the consignee, the reforwarding of the shipment to another or 
other points will be accomplished by the carrier’s agent. 

Where there is an original and continuing intention that 
the goods shall move through from point of origin to an inter- 
state destination or to a foreign destination, the transportation 
is interstate or foreign commerce in character. 

It is not the method of transportation but the continuity 
of the movement from a point in one state to a point in another 
state which determines whether traffic is interstate. See B. & O. 
S. W. R. Co. vs. Settle, 260 U. S. 166, 43 S. Ct. 28, and Hughes 
Bros. Lumber Co. vs. Minnesota, 272 U. S. 469, 47 S. Ct. 170. 

Ordinarily, unless at the time a shipment moved from point 
of origin, the final destination has been fixed as the second 
destination point, the movement under a new bill of lading from 
the original destination to a point in the same state is not an 
interstate movement. The intention of the parties at the time 
the shipment moves from point of origin governs and not the 
subsequent disposition of the shipment after its arrival at its 
original destination. Sinclair Refining Co. vs. F. W. & R. G. 
Co., 148 I. C. C. 582; C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. vs. Iowa, 233 
U. S. 334, 34 S. Ct. 592; B. & O. S. W. R. R. Co. vs. Settle, 260 
U. S. 166, 43 S. Ct. 28; A. C. L. Ry. vs. Standard Oil Co., 276 
U. S. 257, 48 S. Ct. 107. 


With respect to the matter of taxation of property by a 
state see our answer to Tennessee, on page 780 of the Novem- 
ber 2, 1935, Traffic World, under the above caption. 

In the instant case, the determining point is whether the 
goods have come to rest at the reshipping point or are at all 
times in the course of transportation. In that connection see 
the decisions of the Commission in Middle West Coal Co. vs. 
Chesapeake & O. Ry. Co., 165 I. C. C. 115; Kelley vs. Seaboard 
A. L. R. Co., 160 I. C. C. 246, and Woodward & Son vs. 
Southern Ry. Co., 156 I. C. C. 354, which involve a subsequent 
movement under a tariff arrangement which partakes of transit 
or reforwarding privileges. 








Digest of New Complaints 


Boe Be9 Boo Boo Ooo Ooo Oo Oe: 





No. 27699, Cities Service Oil Co., Chicago, Ill., et al. vs. C. A. & E. 
et al. 

Rates, petroleum products, East Chicago, Ind., to destinations in 
Minn., Mich. and Wis. between March 29, 1934, and April 30, 1934, 
in excess of those legally applicable in violation of section 6. Ask 
for reparation with interest at 6 per cent. (A. C. Holmes, P. O. 
Box 1320, Tulsa, Okla.) 

No. 27700, Great Western Sugar Co., Denver, Colo., vs. C. B. & Q. et al. 

Rates, sugar beets, Billings, Mont., to Lovell, Wyo., in violation 
of section 1. The shipments from Billings to Lovell in Dec., 1934, 
were made on account of unusual conditions produced by a labor 
strike. Asks reparation. (Caldwell Martin, 500 Sugar Bldg., Den- 
ver, Colo.) 

No. 27701, Higginsville Flour Mill, Higginsville, Mo., Kansas City, 
Mo., and Memphis, Tenn., vs. Alton. 

Rates and charges, wheat, from the elevator of the Missouri 
Farm Association at Higginsville, Mo., to destinations in many 
states in violation of sections 1, 4, and 6, by reason of imposition 
of switching charges to and from the elevator at Higginsville 
although the carrier had knowledge that it was wheat to be 
milled in transit and the products shipped out via the Alton to 
the destination states mentioned in the complaint. Shipments of 
which complaint was made moved between Jan. 1, 1933, and Dec. 
31, 1934. Asks publicaton of rates and charges, which, in the 
aggregate will not exceed, from the elevator mentioned the rates 
and charges published for application from Higginsville, Mo., and 
reparation. (A. J. Leber, Room 762, Boatmans Bank Blidg., St. 
Louis, Mo.) 

Ex Parte MC 11, arrangements and agreements between Arrow Carrier 
Corporation, Inc., and Duplan Silk Corporation. 

Proceeding initiated by Commission into the arrangements and 
agreements mentioned on information lodged with it that the 
agreements and arrangements, embracing lease of real estate re- 
sult in rebates and concessions and the giving of undue and un- 
reasonable prejudice to the silk corporation, in violation of the 
motor carrier act. 

MC-C 43, Florida Motor Lines Corporation, Jacksonville, Fla., vs. 
Tamiami Trail Tours, Inc. 

Complainant alleges that Tamiami Trail Tours refuses and fails 

to make arrangements for connections between their bus lines, 
transporting passengers in Fla. in disregard of sections 204(d) 
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and 216(a) and (e) for the transportation of passengers in that 
part of Fla. alleged to be exclusively and monopolistically occupied 
by the respondent in that there is a failure to furnish reasonable 
and adequate schedules and connection for the continuous and un. 
interrupted carriage of passengers. Asks the Commission to issue 
an order correcting the matters and things complained of and 
directing and requiring the carriers to discharge the duties and 
responsibilities imposed on them by the motor carrier act. (A, Y, 
Milam, Jacksonville, Fla.) 

Ex Parte 72 (Sub. No. 1), in the matter of regulations concerning the 
class of employes and subordinate officials that are to be included 
within the term ‘‘employe,’’ under the railway labor act. 

The Commission orders proceedings, on consideration of the 
petitions filed Dec. 4, 1936, by the Dining Car Employes Union, 
Local 351, and the answer to the petition filed Jan. 4, 1937, by the 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Ry. System and Fred Harvey, to 
be assigned for hearing on the issues raised by the petition and 
answer at times hereafter to be designated and makes all carriers 
parts of the Santa Fe System parties to it. 

MC-C 44, Chicago-Milwaukee Motor Carriers, Inc., Chicago, IIl., ys, 
James H. Lusha. 

Schedules, copies of written contracts and/or of memorandum of 
oral contracts, identified by various MF I. C. C. numbers, of de 
fendant, alleged to be unjust, unreasonably inconsistent with the 
public interest and in direct controvention with the policy in sec- 
tions 202(a) and 218(b) of the motor carrier act. Asks Commission 
for cease and desist order against defendant and to put in force 
and to apply in future as the Commission may consider proper in 
the premises. (Earl Girard, 608 South Dearborn St., Chicago, IIl,) 

No. 27677, Sub. No. 1, Joseph C. Goodman, dba V-W Co., Columbus, 0,, 
vs. C. & O. et al. 

Third class rating, floor clips, in all territories in violation see- 
tion 1. Ask new ratings. (Ferbert B. and G. M. Stephen, 19 South 
Wells St., Chicago, Ill.) 

No. 27702, Mandan Creamery and Produce Co., Mandan, N. D., ys, 
Northern Pacific et al. 

Rates, butter and eggs, applied between April 30 and Aug. 17, 
1935, points in N. D. rail-water to Buffalo, thence to points in 
Mass. and N. Y. in violation of section 1. Asks reparation. (Walton 
S. Russell, assistant secretary, 500 Main St., Mandan, N. D.) 


ATLANTIC STATES SHIPPERS’ BOARD 


Reports of commodity committees presented at the meeting 
of the Atlantic States Shippers’ Advisory Board at Elmira, 
N. Y., April 8, indicated an increase of 4 per cent in commodity 
carloadings in the territory of the board in the second quarter 
of 1937 as compared with the second quarter of 1936. Com- 
modities on which the heaviest increases were predicted in- 
cluded castings, machinery and boiler, 12 per cent; cement, 25 
per cent; crushed stone, sand, gravel and slag, 10 per cent; 
electrical machinery and appliances, 20 per cent; flour, meal and 
other mill products, 54 per cent; hard surface floor coverings, 
15 per cent; lime, 15 per cent; paints, oils and varnishes, il 
per cent; paper and paperboard, 18 per cent; petroleum and 
products, 10 per cent; roofing materials, 18 per cent; salt, 1 
per cent; slate, 15 per cent, and textiles, 20 per cent. Decreases 
were predicted on coal and coke, 5 per cent; confectionery and 
chocolate, 3 per cent; potatoes, 10 per cent; fresh fruits, 7 per 
cent; grain, 33 per cent, and hay, straw and alfalfa, 42 per 
cent. 

At a dinner, held jointly with the Elmira Traffic Club and 
the Elmira Association of Commerce, L. W. Wallace, director of 
equipment research, operations and maintenance department, 
Association of American Railroads, spoke on “Research Results 
in Railroad Transportation.” At the business sessions there 
were discussions of designs in car construction, tariff simplifica- 
tion and the prevention of freight loss and damage with special 
reference to Perfect Shipping Month. An exhibit of freight 
containers was held in connection with the meeting. W. C. 
Kendall, chairman, car service division, A. A. R., spoke on 
general transportation conditions. 





NEW PENNSY CHICAGO-NEW YORK TRAIN 


Inauguration of a new train between Chicago and New 
York with a running time second only to its Broadway Limited 
is announced by the Pennsylvania Railroad. It will be called 
“The General” and will begin running daily April 25 coincident 
with time-table changes necessary because of the change 
daylight saving time in many cities on that day. The running 
time of the General between Chicago and New York will be 
17% hours and between Chicago and Philadelphia, 15% hours. 
It will leave Chicago 4:05 p. m., central daylight:saving time, 
and arrive at Philadelphia at 8:52 a. m. and New York at 10:2) 
a. m. eastern daylight saving time. Westbound, it will leave 
New York at 4:40 p. m. and Philadelphia at 6:09 p. m. and 
arrive at Chicago at 8:50 p. m. Schedules of other Pennsylvania 
trains will be advanced an hour to conform with daylight saving 
time. There will be cuts in the running time of several trains 
including the Pennsylvania Limited eastbound and the Mal 
hattan Limited eastbound. 
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April 17, 1937 


Doings of the Traffic Clubs 


Arbor 





Members of the Traffic Club of Baltimore recently made 
an inspection trip through the plant of William E. Hooper and 
Sons Company fabric mills, at Woodberry, Md. Luncheon was 
served. James E. Hooper, vice-president and executive man- 
ager of the company; Margaret Gordy George, ex-president, 
Women’s Traffic and Transportation Club of Baltimore; John 
Ricardo Long Santos, mill manager, and Thomas J. Kernan, 
were hosts. The affair was arranged by the club’s business 
inspection committee of which Edward S. King, district freight 
agent, Baltimore and Ohio, is chairman. 





E. H. McReynolds, assistant to the president, Missouri 
Pacific, St. Louis, was the speaker at a luncheon meeting of the 
Traffic Club of Dallas at the Adolphus Hotel April 12. John 
E. Owens, vice-president, Republic National Bank, spoke on 
“Government Interference in Business” at a meeting under the 
auspices of the club’s educational committee at the Adolphus 
Hotel April 13. September 14 has been designated traffic club 
day at the Greater Texas Exposition which will be held in 
Dallas the coming summer. 





The Traffic Club of New Orleans held its annual spring 
dance at the Embassy Club April 10. Its weekly luncheon at 


the Hotel Monteleone April 12 was ladies’ day. Pan-American 
Airways’ motion picture, “Flying the Lindbergh Trail,” was 
shown. 





Frank J. Jones, new president of 
the Traffic Club of Jersey City, was 
born in Hoboken, N. J., and educated 
in grammar and high schools of Brook- 
lyn, N. Y. His first employment was 
in the export traffic department of the 
Remington Typewriter Company. Later 
he became assistant export traffic man- 
ager of the Mediterranean Trading 
Company. Meanwhile he attended and 
was graduated from the Academy of 
Advanced Traffic. After his discharge 
from the army after the World War, 
in which he served as a machine gun- 
ner and was wounded and gassed, he 
went with the Joseph Dixon Crucible 
Company. In 1930 he was made traffic 
manager for that company, which position he now holds. 








The Traffic Club of Chicago observed aviation day at a 
luncheon meeting April 15. Six-minute talks on various avia- 
tion topics were made by air line officials. C. R. Smith, presi- 
dent, American Airlines, speaking on safety, said there was no 
such thing as absolute safety and cited the records of accidents, 
deaths and injuries on the railroads, the steamships, in homes 
and clubs to make his point. He said no mode of transporta- 
tion in history had had so much scientific research and study 
put into it in the interests of safety as air transportation and 
added that, while he did not believe there would ‘never again 
be an airplane accident, the danger was becoming less every 
passing year. Charles E. Beard, vice-president, Braniff Air- 
Ways, spoke on the convenience of the new integrated air 
service under which tickets over joint routes arranged with con- 
venient connections may be purchased at any air ticket office. 
Carleton Putnam spoke on the comfort of air travel, saying, 
among other things, that the new airplane travel at higher 
altitudes was the smoothest transportation yet devised. Jack 
Frye, president, Transcontinental and Western Air, Inc., out- 
lined experiments now being made by his company in sub- 
Stratosphere flight which he predicted would make flying at 
35,000-foot levels at double the present speed possible within 
four or five years. Harold Crary, vice-president, United Air 
Lines, spoke of the progress of aviation in the ten years just 
past, with the annual passengers carried increasing from 12,500 
to over a million. Among the guests at the dinner were a num- 
ber of executives of traffic clubs from other cities who flew to 
Chicago for the dinner and were to return to their homes 
immediately afterwards. These included M. S. Denny, presi- 
dent, Transportation Club of Louisville; J. F. Potts, president, 
Traffic Club of Cleveland; George C. Lucas, president, Traffic 
— of New York; Roy Weaver, president, Oklahoma City 
prensportation Club, and F. E. Wall, vice-president, and C. E. 
—— director, Kansas City Traffic Club. Members of the 
unior Birdmen of America held a model airplane flying con- 
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test in the dining room. Richard Orbanski won first prize with 
a flight of over two minutes. Others who received prizes were 
Edward Swart, Wallace Summers and Semore Goldstein. Ros- 
coe Turner, noted air pilot, made the awards. A. H. Schwietert, 
chairman of the club’s public affairs committee, presided. The 
club’s sports and pastimes committee, through its chairman, 
J. B. Davies, general freight agent, Elgin, Joliet and Eastern, 
has announced the dates and places of the season’s first three 
golf outings. They will be held at Olympia Fields Country 
Club May 13, at Itasca Country Club June 17 and at Calumet 
Country Club Jujy 22. 





Gerhard J. Bundlie, attorney and former mayor of St. Paul, 
spoke on “What Price Taxes?” at a luncheon meeting of the 
Transportation Club of St. Paul at the Hotel Lowry April 13. 





R. V. Fletcher, vice-president and general counsel, Asso- 
ciation of American Railroads, was the speaker at a dinner 
meeting of the Washington, D. C., Transportation Club at the 
Hotel Raleigh April 15. 





E. A. Moynihan, district supervisor, Commission’s motor 
carrier bureau, will be the speaker at a special meeting of the 
Sheboygan, Wis., Traffic Club at the Association of Commerce 
April 21. Members of the Sheboygan County Truck Owners’ 
and Warehousemen’s Association have been invited to attend. 





The Traffic Club of Wichita, Kan., will hold a meeting at 
the Innes Tea Room April 22. The club’s annual spring dance 
will be held May 20, and its annual spring picnic and golf 
tournament June 17. 





The Transportation Club of Louisville paid compliment to 
the Louisville Board of Trade at a dinner, designated Board 
of Trade good neighbor night, at the Brown Hotel April 13. 
William A. Stoll, president of the Board of Trade, was the 
speaker. Dusty Miller, editor, gave a humorous address. 
There was a floor show. Merle Denny was toastmaster, and 
Paul Hutton, announcer, radio station WHAS, was master of 
ceremonies. 





The Green Bay, Wis., Traffic Club held a meeting in ob- 
servance of Perfect Shipping Month at the Northland Hotel 
April 8. Ray Dougherty, assistant superintendent of claim 
prevention, C. M. St. P. & P., spoke on “Better Packing and 
Shipping and Claim Prevention.” A buffet lunch was served. 





The annual dinner of the Kanawha Valley Transportation 
Club will be held at the Ruffner Hotel, Charleston, W. Va., 
April 28. C. A. Radford, president, Cincinnati Rotary Club, will 
be the speaker. 





Ben W. Palmer, past president, Hennepin County Bar As- 
sociation, gave a historical address, under the title “(Coonskin 
and Satin,” at a luncheon meeting of the Traffic Club of Minne- 
apolis at the Hotel Nicollet April 15. Members of the club 
will attend the opening game of the Minneapolis American 
Association baseball season in a body April 22. 





The annual spring outing of the Traffic Club of Philadel- 
phia will be held at Turner’s Country Club, Eddington Station, 
Pa., May 22. There will be a baseball game between teams 
representing transportation and shippers and other sports and 
games. Jack Jones is general chairman of the committees in 
charge. 





J. Russell Wait, director of the Port of Houston, spoke on 
“Flood Control” at a luncheon meeting of the Traffic Club of 
Houston at the Rice Hotel April 13. The annual spring golf 
outing of the club will be held at Hermann Park April 20. 





The Women’s Traffic Club of Los Angeles celebrated its 
eleventh birthday April 14 with a dinner and a program of 
entertainment. 





The Milwaukee Traffic Club will hold a stag party at the 
Milwaukee Athletic Club April 20. There will be refreshments 
and entertainment. 





The board of governors of the Traffic Club of Pittsburgh 
has selected January 28 as the date of the club’s 1938 annual 
dinner. It will be held at the William Penn Hotel. 





The monthly meeting of the Traffic Club of Jacksonville, 
Fla., was held at the plant of the Maxwell House Division of 
the General Foods Corporation April 12. Those attending were 
guests of Bill Dowling, manager, and Victor Hull, assistant 
superintendent, in a tour through the plant and at luncheon. 
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The club will hold a two-ball foursome golf outing at the 
Municipal Golf Course May 1. The annual beach party will 
be held at the Casa Marina Hotel, Jacksonville Beach, later 
in May on a day still to be selected. 





In addition to the authorized delegates and alternates of 
the Women’s Traffic and Transportation Club of Baltimore who 
will attend the convention of the Associated Traffic Clubs of 
America at New York April 20 and 21, as noted elsewhere, a 
party of members made up of the following, will attend: Doro- 
thy M. Jones, R. S. Mueller Company; Marye C. Bindok, Dixon- 
Bartlett Company; Beatrice J. Hiltz, purchasing department, 
City of Baltimore; Leah M. Briggeman, Frank L. Wight Dis- 
tilling Company; Carolyn V. Holmeister, Sherwood Brothers, 
Inc.; Bessye A. Owings, Standard Supply and Equipment Com- 
pany; Loretto M. Noha, Boston Iron and Metal Company; 
Grace M. Culley, A. J. Harris and Company; Agnes M. May, 
A. C. Smith and Sons. 


The Fort Wayne Transportation Club will honor the city 
of Huntington, Ind., at a dinner meeting to be held at the 
Hotel LaFontaine, Huntington, April 28. A special car on 
the Indiana Railroad will carry the members from Fort Wayne 
to Huntington and return. There will be an address by Axel 
Christensen, Chicago. Howard Zinn, editor, Huntington Free 
Press, will welcome the visitors. J. L. Brenn, president, Hunt- 
ington Laboratories, Inc., will be toastmaster. Otto H. Adams, 
president of the club, will preside. There will be a program 
of entertainment. F. G. Schoettler, division freight agent, 
Pennsylvania Railroad, Fort Wayne, is general chairman of 
the committees in charge, and Frank McCarthy, division 
freight agent, Erie Railroad, is chairman of the local commit- 
tee at Huntington. 


Guests who attended a dinner tendered to the distilling 
industry by the Transportation Club of Louisville in March, 
1936, will tender the club’s delegation to the Associated Traffic 
Club’s New York meeting luncheon April 20 at the Commo- 
dore Hotel. The group has sent out invitations to the luncheon 
as “the annual reunion of Colonel Sour Mash’s Thoroughbreds.” 





A mail vote of the board of directors of the Associated 
Traffic Clubs of America has resulted in the acceptance of the 
applications for membership of the Traffic Club of Detroit 
and the Traffic Club of Erie, Pa., increasing the total number 
of member clubs to 92. The Traffic Club of Salt Lake City 
has voted to make application for membership. 


The following have been appointed to represent their re- 
spective clubs as delegates and alternates at the meeting of 
the Associated Traffic Clubs of America at New York April 20 
and 21: Eastern Indiana Transportation Club: H. F. Shaw, 
division freight agent, Muncie, Ind. Green Bay, Wis., Traffic 
Club: L. C. Jorgensen, traffic manager, Green Bay and West- 
ern Railway. Women’s Traffic Club of Detroit: Mary Far- 
rell, Detroit, Toledo and Ironton; Matilda Woolgar, Berry 
Brothers; Eva Snyder, Pere Marquette Railway; E. V. Flom- 
erfelt, Pere Marquette, Railway. Metropolitan Traffic Asso- 
ciation of New York: Delegates, Dennis J. Mullane, Lehigh 
Valley Railroad; Charles J. Baker, American Smelting and 
Refining Company; J. E. Sweeney, Jr., Union Carbide Com- 
pany; D. D. White, U. S. Industrial Alcohol Company; N. J. 
Edwards, The Barrett Company; Kenneth Sprague, Nestles 
Milk Products, Inc.; E. J. Vohs, Great Lakes Transit Corpora- 
tion; alternates, J. J. Lenahan, Canadian Pacific-Soo Line; J. 
L. Saxon, Southern Pacific; J. A. Green, American Potash 
and Chemical Company; P. J. Winters, Frisco Lines; J. A. 
MacNeill, Nestles Milk Products, Inc.; Albert Warn, Detroit 
and Cleveland Navigation Company; Walter B. Kearns, Ameri- 
can Manufacturing Company. Norfolk-Portsmouth Traffic 
Club: Delegates, H. M. L. Walton, Jr., manager, International 
Mercantile Marine; John A. Moore, manager, Imperial To- 
bacco Company; C. E. Muller, freight traffic manager, Sea- 
board Air Line; J. M. White, freight claim agent, Norfolk 
Southern; alternates, L. G. Hogshire, president, Norfolk-Bal- 
timore and Carolina Line; R. F. Schaeffer, traffic manager, 
Columbia Peanut Company; E. W. Long, assistant freight 
traffic manager, Seaboard Air Line; George A. Harnischfeger, 
commercial agent, Pennsylvania Railroad; F. H. Wilson, gen- 
eral agent, Chesapeake and Ohio. Traffic Club of New York: 
J. R. McLean, J. A. Hoffman, G. F. Hichborn, L. Z. Whitbeck, 
F. G. Fitz-Patrick, J. E. Whitney, F. W. Anderson, R. S. 
Wheeler, W. H. Millard, D. T. Lamond. Traffic Club of Cleve- 
land, revised list: J. F. Potts, traffic manager, Kelly Island 
Lime and Transport Company; J. Hudson Day, vice-president, 
Nickel Plate Railroad; John B. Sanford, general traffic man- 
ager, Sherwin-Williams Company; J. C. O’Boyle, general 
agent, Wabash Railway; Paul T. Healy, general agent, Western 
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Maryland; W. A. Ruehl, traffic manager, incandescent lamp 
department, General Electric Company. Birmingham Traffic 
and Transportation Club, additional delegates: H. A. Lo 
Luckenbach Gulf Steamship Company; D. C. Hale, Jr., dis. 
trict freight and passenger agent, Chicago and Eastern LIilinois, 
Women’s Traffic and Transportation Club of Baltimore: Dele. 
gates, Mary E. May, Cunard White Star, Ltd.; Rae A. Simons, 
Acme Steel Company; Margaret Gordy George, William E, 
Hooper and Sons Company; Amy Price Barber, Southern Pa. 
cific; alternates, Hattie Goldberg, Pennsylvania Railroad; Bes. 
sie Brenner, George Transfer Company. 





The Traffic Club of Kansas City will present the Traffic 
Club Follies of 1937 at a luncheon at the Hotel Kansas Citian 
April 19. Ladies will be guests. The club will hold a golf 
tournament at the Blue Hills Country Club May 7. 

The Pacific Traffic Association observed aviation night 
April 8. Emory B. Bronte, chairman of the aviation committee 
of the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, spoke on “Modern 
Transport Aviation.” Motion pictures of aviation in the San 
Francisco Bay district were shown. 





Steamship night will be observed by the Oakland Traffic 
Club at a meeting at the Athens Athletic Club April 20. J. J, 
Geary, attorney, Intercoastal Steamship Conference, will speak 
on the work of the Maritime Commission. There will be a pro- 
gram of entertainment. Harold Norton, city freight agent, 
Dollar Line, is in charge of arrangements. 





The subject Ralph Budd, president of the Burlington Lines, 
has chosen for his address at the morning session, Tuesday, 
April 20, of the meeting of the Associated Traffic Clubs of 
America in New York, is “Some Problems Common to Rail- 
roads and Shippers.” 

The Traffic study group of the Women’s Traffic Club of 
Greater New York will meet at the Merchants’ Association, 
Woolworth Building, April 29. Baxter Weaver, tariff expert, 
Acme Fast Freight, Inc., will discuss the rules of the Consoli- 
dated Classification. 





1. C. C. PRACTITIONERS 


The following have been admitted to practice before the 
interstate commerce commission: Quincy D. Adams, Santa Fe, 
N. M.; Arthur G. Barnett, Seattle, Wash.; Robert R. Bauman, 
New York, N. Y.; Marshall O. Bell, San Antonio, Tex.; John W. 
Bonner, Helena, Mont.; Ralph E. Brandt, Topeka, Kan.; Wil- 
liam J. Clancy, Menominee, Mich.; Thomas K. Finletter, New 
York, N. Y.; J. Clyde Going, Union, S. C.; F. Gray Goudy, Balti- 
more, Md.; Lawrence Hazen, Norwood, Minn.; Donald Kolts, 
Los Angeles, Calif.; Hugh E. Lillie, Lansing, Mich.; B. B. 
McClaskey, Huron, S. D.; Robert W. Oliver, Washington, D. C; 
George H. Oswalt, Brazil, Ind.; Floyd R. Pritchard, Indian- 
apolis, Ind.; W. C. Roche, El Paso, Tex.; Abraham Rosenburg, 
Mt. Vernon, N. Y.; Benjamin T. Schiek, Milwaukee, Wis.; A. B. 
Tanner, San Francisco, Calif.; Kirke C. Veeder, Independence, 
Kan.; Felthan Watson, St. Louis, Mo.; Frederick J. Wettrick, 
Seattle, Wash.; Howard A. Yost, Kansas City, Mo. 


CONTAINER CORPORATION EARNINGS 


Earnings of the Container Corporation of America the first 
quarter of 1937 more than tripled those for the same period 
of 1936, according to a statement April 14. The total sales 
volume for the quarter was $6,749,740 as compared with 
$4,975,433 in the first quarter of 1936. The earnings were 
approximately 9 per cent of the total sales volume. After 
deductions for interest, depreciation, income tax and reserves, 
the net income was $626,970 as compared with a net income 
of $179,303 for the first quarter of 1936. Earnings the year 
ending March 31, 1937, were $1,759,109. For the year ending 
March 31, 1936, they were $1,209,502. In spite of losses due 
to flood damage to the corporation’s plant at Cincinnati and 
interruption of production there, the corporation earnings 
first quarter of 1937 were 96 cents on each share of outstandé 
ing stock. 





CHANGES IN DOCKET 

Hearings in MC 17778, MC 36755 and MC 67585, assigned for April 
10, at New York, N. Y., before Examiner Lawton were postponed # 
a date to be fixed. 

Hearing in MC 86114, assigned for April 13, at Pierre, S. Ds 
before Joint Board 158, was postponed to a date to be fixed. 

Argument in Finance 10714, assigned for April 19, at Washington, 
D. C., was postponed to a date to be fixed. 

Hearing in Air Mail Docket 15, assigned for April 15, at Washing 
ton, D. C., before Examiner Walter, was postponed to a date to 
fixed. 

Hearing in MC 86343, assigned for April 16, at New Orleans, La 
before Joint Board 164, was canceled. 
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An Unequalled Approach 
to the Big Eastern Market 


HERE, at the Port of Newark, is the logical center 
for the storage and trans-shipment of merchandise 
destined for southern New England, lower New 
York, all of New Jersey, eastern Pennsylvania, as 
well as coastal, intercoastal and world ports. 

Within this single giant terminal is a marginal 
wharf 3800 lineal feet in length and eighty-two 
feet wide on a ship channel having thirty feet of 
water. There are nine major fireproof warehouse 
buildings and a lumber shed with a combined stor- 
age capacity of about 2,000,000 square feet . . . sixty 
acres of ground suitable for open storage . . . four- 
teen and one-half miles of railroad trackage con- 
necting with all railroads in this area, together 
with every modern convenience and facility for 
prompt and safe handling of merchandise of all 
kinds, whether rail, automotive or water borne. 

And all at the very heart of a rich 17,000,000- 
population market that can be covered thoroughly, 
economically and with dispatch. 


Write for full particulars, 


WALTER B. McKINNEY 


President 
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TIDEWATER 
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From Newark to New York 
as fast by truck as from 
Wall Street to Times Square 


TERMINALS 
GALLIED INLAND 
WAREHOUSES 


W. J. MecCARTHY, Vice President 
ROBERT A. OLSEN, Traffic Manager 


New Jersey 
















































































































































































































































































PAGE 852 





Personal Notes 





“e- 


Carl R. Gray, president of the Union Pacific Railroad for 
17 years, has announced his retirement October 1, three days 
after his seventieth birthday. He will be succeeded by Wil- 
liam M. Jeffers, now executive vice-president. Mr. Gray will 
continue his connection with the Union Pacific as vice-chairman 
of the board of directors. Mr. Gray began his railroad career 
as a telegraph operator with the St. Louis and San Francisco 
in 1883. Before he came to the Union Pacific in 1920 he had 
been vice-president of that railroad, president of the Spokane, 
Portland and Seattle, president of the Great Northern, and 
director of transportation and operation of railroads under 
federal control. Mr. Jeffers began his career as office boy for 
the Union Pacific in 1890 and has been with that railroad con- 
tinuously since. 


George F. Baker, general adjuster, C. M. St. P. & P., died 
at Woodbury, Ga., April 8. He had been with the railroad since 
1890 and had been general adjuster since 1918. 


Adres Horcasitas, who has been in charge of the general 
agency of the National Railways of Mexico in New Orleans, has 
severed his connection with that organization because of the 
closing of the New Orleans office. He is now devoting his 
time to the interests of the International Service Company. 


Silver Fleet Motor Express, Inc., has announced the fol- 
lowing appointments: Roger M. Luken, divisional sales manager 
at Chicago; James E. Comstock, terminal manager at Chicago; 
W. C. Schlegel, director of personnel and assistant to the gen- 
eral manager at Louisville, Ky.; George W. Streckfus, ter- 
minal manager at Knoxville, Tenn.; Earl R. Wathen, terminal 
manager at Cincinnati, O.; C. H. Aufenberg, terminal manager 
at Indianapolis. 


M. G. Dale has been appointed general agent for the St. 
Louis-San Francisco at Philadelphia, Pa. 


John M. Horan, aged 99, boiler washing inspector for the 
C. M. St. P. & P. at Milwaukee, Wis., claimant of the world’s 
record for continuous railroad service, was the guest of honor 
at a luncheon tendered by officials of the railroad April 17 
to mark his completion of 82 years of continuous service with 
that railroad. A gold button marking the long service was 
a to him by J. T. Gillick, chief operating officer of the 
railroad. 


P. A. Spiegelberg has been appointed assistant to the gen- 
eral freight traffic manager of the Wabash Railway at St. 
Louis, not assistant to the general freight agent as noted in this 
column last week. L. E. Clark has been appointed traveling 
freight agent at Omaha, Neb. 


B. W. Peterson has been appointed general agent for the 
Chesapeake and Ohio at Minneapolis, Minn. A. B. Long has 
been appointed traffic representative at Minneapolis. 


CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 


« « RATES: $1.00 a Line, Minimum 3 Lines » » 





POSITION WANTED—Traffic Executive now employed desires 
change. I. C. C. Practitioner; broad experience State and Interstate 
Commission work; twenty years railroad, commercial, industrial traffic 
work. Excellent references. Address Box GO-1, Traffic World, 418 S. 
Market St., Chicago, Ill. 





POSITION WANTED—As Traffic Manager or Assistant Traffic Man- 
ager, 10 years’ rail, 2 years’ industrial traffic experience. LaSalle grad- 
uate. Age 30. Will locate anywhere. Now employed. Address Box 
GP-1, Traffic World, 418 S. Market St., Chicago, II. 








You may either write or wire our Washington office 
for information concerning matters in any department 
of the government there, if you are a subscriber to 
THE DAILY TRAFFIC WORLD. 
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Docket of the Commission 
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NOTE—iItems in the docket marked with an asterisk (*) have 
been added since the last issue of The Traffic World. New assign. 
ments now on the Commission’s docket of dates later than herein 
shown will not bear asterisks when they do appear.. Current cancel. 
lations and postponements announced too late to show the change in 
this docket will be noted elsewhere. 


April 19—Detroit, 
Joint Board 73: 
MC C-23 and Sub. Nos. 1, 3, 4, and 5—American Carloading Corp. 
vs. Roadway Transit Co. et al. 


April 19—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Baltimore—Joint Board 36: 
MC 50866—Albert Wight and E. H. Wight. 
MC 50849—Ralph Wessel, Bennington, Kan., for certificate. 
MC 86182—E. H. Collins, Blue Mound, Kan., for permit. 
MC 86374—L. S. McLean Truck Lines, Pittsburgh, Kan., for permit. 


April 19—St. Augustine, Fla,—U. S. Court—Examiner Archer: 
26459 and 26462—Florida East Coast Ry. vs. A. C. L. et al. 


April 19—San Antonio, Tex.—Hotel Plaza—Joint Boards 32 and 77: 

MC-F 199—Southern Pacific Transport Co.—Purchase of operating 
rights and property of L. P. Truck Line. 

MC-F 203—Red Arrow Freight Lines, Inc.—Lease and option to pur- 
chase of operating rights of Houston-San Antonio Freight Line. 

MC-F 219—Southern Pacific Transport Co.—Purchase of operating 
rights and property of McCauley Transfer Co. 

MC-F 244—J. H. Robinson Truck Lines and Blue Goose Truck Lines, 
Inc.—Consolidation as J. H. Robinson Truck Lines, Inc. 

MC-F 245—J. H. Robinson Truck Lines, Inc.—Purchase of operating 
rights and property of Delta Rapid Transit Co. 


April 19—Chicago, Ill.—Sherman Hotel—Joint Boards 13, 149 and Ex- 
aminer Later: 
MC 40978—Application 
Wis., for certificate. 
MC 50842—Application of Chair City Motor Express Co., Sheboygan, 
Wis., for permit to extend operation. 
MC 78948—Application of James L. Emerick, Chicago, IIll., for license. 


April 19—Boston, Mass.: 
* MC 45149 and Sub. 1—Application Kelly Transportation Co. for cer- 
tificate or permit and to extend operations. 


April 20—Washington, D. C.—Joint Boards 68, 12, 226 and Examiner 
Parker: 

MC 453—Application of Blue and Grey Sight Seeing Tours, Inc., The 
Grey Line and Royal Blue Line Motor Tours, Washington, D. C., 
for certificate. 

MC 453, Sub. 1—Application of Blue and Grey Sight Seeing Tours, 
Inc., Washington, D. C., for certificate to extend present operations, 

MC 50236—Application of Pasko Zeli Filipic, Chincoteague, Va., for 
certificate. 

MC 61617—Application of Wilkes-Barre Anthracite Co., Wilkes-Barre, 
Pa., for permit or certificate and to extend operations. 


April 20—Atlanta, Ga.—Atlanta-Biltmore Hotel—Examiner Yardley: 
1. & S. M-89—Roofing from York, Pa., to S. C. points. 
1. & S. M-90—Rating on cones, textile, paper, used. 


April 20—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Baltimore—Joint Board 36: 
MC 6042—Crawford Oil Co., Humansville, Mo., for permit and to 
extend operations. 
MC 50351—Oliver Jones, Bancroft, Kan., for certificate. 
MC 50884—Charles Eugene Aziers, Greeley, Kan., for permit. 
MC 50853—H. K. Weide. 


April 20—New York, N. Y.—Hotel Pennsylvania—Joint Board 3: 
MC 66582—Jersey City & Lyndhurst Bus Co. 


April 20—New York City—Hotel Pennsylvania—Examiner Lawton: 
MC 61604—Howard Trucking Corp., New York, for certificate or per- 
mit. 


April 20—Chicago, Ill.—Sherman Hotel—Joint Bds. 13 and 17: 
MC 39553—Application of Cripps Overland Express, Inc., Chicago, 
Ill., for certificate or permit. 
MC 43682—Application of Cripps Overland Express, Inc., Chicago, IIl.. 
for certificate or permit. 
MC 50486—Application of A. O. Meyers, Durand, Ill., for permit. 
April 21—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Baltimore—Joint Boards 36 and 179: 
MC 86209—Kansas City & Leavenworth Transp. Co. 
MC 63127—Kansas City & Leavenworth Transp. Co. 
MC 17316—Albert Lewis Co., Kansas City, Mo., for brokers license. 


April 21—Denver, Colo.—Public Utilities Comm. Room—Examiner 
Engelhart: 
MC-F 239—-The Kansas City-Los Angeles Flyer Transport Co.— 
Acquisition of control of Pete DeShong & Sons, Inc. 


April 21—Chicago, Ill.—Sherman Hotel—Joint Boards 17, 21 and 73: 
MC 489—Application of F. Landon Cartage Co., Chicago, Ill., for 
certificate or permit. 
MC 2968, Sub. 1—Application of Homer S. Brewer, Lafayette, Ind, 
for permit to extend operations. 
MC 50447—Application of J. W. Dresher Co., Inc., South Bend, Ind., 
for permit. 
MC 79188—Application of Yule Truck Lines, Inc., Somers, Wis., for 
certificate. 


Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby—Examiner Later and 


of Chair City Motor Express Co., Sheboygan, 
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MC 29646—Application of F. Landon Cartage Co., 
certificate or permit. 


April 21—Chicago, Ill.—Hotel Sherman—Examiner Later: 
MC 2968—Application of Homer S. Brewer, Lafayette, Ind., 
tificate or permit. 


April 21—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Dunn: 

MC 86333—Application of H. Percy Le Compte, Vienna, Md., 
tificate. 

MC 86383—Application of W. S. Dowden, Alexandria, Va., 
tificate. 

April 22—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Baltimore—Joint Boards 178, 139, 
179 and Examiner Dillon: 

MC 18620—Osborn Truck Line, Wakeeney, Kan., 
permit. 

MC 48705—Commercial Freight Lines, Inc., 
mit. 

MC 50697—Irma Gottberg (further hearing). 

April 22—Houston, Tex.—Ben Milan Hotel—Jt. Bds. 32 and 77: 

MC-F 209—Red Ball Motor Freight Lines—Purchase of operating 
rights and property of Paul’s Freight Line and Richey’s Truck 
Line. 

MC-F 226—T. S. C. Motor Freight Lines, Inc.—Purchase of operating 
rights and ‘property of Rush Freight Lines. 

MC-F 248—Southern Pacific Transport Co.—Purchase of operating 
rights of Seacoast Motor Lines. 


MC-F 267—Red Arrow Freight Lines, Inc., purchase of operating 
rights and property, and lease of operating rights, of Archie Tyler, 
dba Stephenville Motor Freight Lines and Cleburne Motor Freight 
Lines, and Willie O. Brown, respectively. 


April 22—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
MC-F 57—Burlington Transportation Co.—Purchase of property of 
Sand Motor Express Co. 
MC-F 78—Southern Kansas Stage Lines Co.—Purchase of permit of 
Harris Truck Line. 
MC-F 80—Southern Kansas Stage Lines Co.—Purchase of property 
and operating rights of Burton Truck Line. 
April 22—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Haley: 
MC 86191—Application of Rodney L. Virts, 
permit. 
MC 86203—Application of Bowen’s Transfer, Brandy, Va., for certi- 
ficate. 
April 22—Chicago, Ill.—Sherman Hotel—Joint Boards 21 and 160: 
MC 86158—Application of Henry Quan, Chicago, Ill., for permit. 
MC 68909—Application of Decatur Cartage Co., Chicago, Ill., for cer- 
tificate or permit. 
MC 76099—Application of Decatur Cartage Co., Chicago, IIl., 
tificate or permit. 


Chicago, [ll., for 


for cer- 


for cer- 


for cer- 


for certificate or 


Des Moines, Ia., for per- 


Round Hill, Va., for 


for cer- 
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April 22—Chicago, Ill.—Hotel Morrison—Commissioner Aitchison: 
* Ex Parte 115—Increase in freight rates and charges. 


April 23—Little Rock, Ark.—Hotel Marion—Examiner Peyser: 
1. & S. M-91—Rates of Arkansas Traveler. 
MC 77596—Application of Arkansas Traveller, Bentonville, Ark., 
certificate or permit. 


April 23—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Baltimore—Examiner Dillon: 
MC 12015—Bell Transfer, Inc., Kansas City, Mo., for brokers license. 
MC 80924—Bell Transfer, Inc., Kansas City, Mo., for certificate. 
MC 1657—Dougherty Storage & Van Co. 
April 23—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Lenox—Examiner Naefe: 
MC 45149 and Sup. 1—Application of Kelly Transportation Co., 
maica Plain, Boston, Mass., 
of operation. 


April 23—Chicago, Ill.—Hotel Sherman—Joint Board 54: 
MC 3563—Application of National Transfer & Storage Co., Marshall- 
town, Ia., for certificate to extend present operations. 
MC 86258—Application of John A. Rogers, Osage, Ia., for permit. 


April 23—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
1. & S. M-42—Commodities over Tidewater Express Lines, Inc. 


April 23—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Haley: 
MC 50550—Application of Thurman E. Painter Transfer Co., Stanley, 
Va., for certificate. 
MC 86335—Application of D. M. Zirkle, Arlington, Va., for certificate. 


April 23—Cincinnati, Ohio—Netherland Plaza Hotel—Joint Board 62: 
MC-F 252—Germann Bros. Motor Transportation, Inc.—Purchase of 
operating rights and property of A. D. Fleming. 


April 24—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel—Joint Board 165: 
MC-F 221—Herrin Motor Lines, Inc.—Purchase of operating rights 
of Bailey Truck Service, Inc. 
April 26—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
27253—-Nueces County Navigation District No. 1 vs. B. & O. et al. 


April 26—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Linn: 
MC 50261—Application of Front Royal Live Stock Co., 
Va., for certificate. 
MC 50846—Application of P. D. Waugh, Hauling, Racoon Ford, Va., 
for certificate. 
MC 86067—Application of Kate C. Lowenbach, Leesburg, Va., 
certificate. 


April 26—Memphis, Tenn.—Peabody Hotel—Joint Board 4: 


MC 29957, Sub. No. 1—Tri-State Transit Co., of Louisiana, 
Shreveport, La., for certificate to extend operation. 


April 26—Memphis, Tenn.—Peabody Hotel—Examiner Crowley: 


MC-F 256—Dixie Greyhound Lines, Inc.—Purchase of operating rights 
and property of Oliver Coach Lines, Inc. 


for 


Ja- 
for certificate or permit and extension 


Front Royal, 


for 


Inc., 





SRY GREAT NORTHERN, 


RAILWAY 


between ST. PAUL, MINNEAPOLIS, DULUTH, 
WINNIPEG, BUTTE, GREAT FALLS, HELENA, 
BILLINGS, PORTLAND, SEATTLE, TACOMA, SPO- 
KANE, KLAMATH FALLS, SACRAMENTO, OAK- 
LAND, SAN FRANCISCO, VANCOUVER and VIC- 
TORIA, B. C., and Intermediate Points. 


FREE PICK-UP 


and Delivery of Less Than Carload Shipments. . . 
Ask any Great Northern Freight Traffic Representa- 


tive for complete information. 


J. F. Pewters 
Western Traffic Mer. 
Seattle, Wash. 


P. H, Burnham 
Freight Traffic Mgr. 
St. Paul, Minn. 


H. G. Do 
Eastern Traffic. Mgr. 
233 Broadway 
New York, N. Y. 


T. J. Shea 
Asst. Gen. Freight Agent 
105 W. Adams St., R. 620 
Chicago, Ill. 


Route of the 
AIR-CONDITIONED 


TRAVEL 


On the Air-Conditioned EMPIRE BUILDER via the 
Scenic GLACIER PARK ROUTE between CHICAGO, 
TWIN CITIES, GLACIER PARK, SPOKANE, SE- 
ATTLE, TACOMA, PORTLAND, other NORTHWEST 
CITIES...CALIFORNIA, HAWAII and the ORIENT. 


WINNIPEG LIMITED 


Overnight Service TWIN CITIES—WINNIPEG... 
carrying Air-Conditioned HOTEL-OBSERVATION 
CAR ... COMFORTABLE COACHES. 
dition SLEEPING CARS. 


. . Air-Con- 


C. F. O’Hara 
Asst. Gen. Freight 
and Passenger Agent 
Helena, Mont. 


B. S. Merritt 
General Freight Agent 
759 Monadnock Bidg. 
San Francisco, Calif. 


C. W. Meldrum 
Asst. Gen. Passenger Agt. mite er Teac Me 
Seattle, Wash. St. Paul, 


EMPIRE BUILDER 
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fon Horde,’ 
HORDER’S 


Domestic and Export 


FIC 
MS 


ROADS 
WATE} WAYS 
TRUCK 


PLETE 
RATE 
AUATE 


Continuously 
Checked and 
Revised Against 
Latest Practices, 
Rules and 
Regulations 


MOTOR CARRIERS! 
Horder's Forms 
are Applicable to 
ALL TYPES 
of Carriers 


SHIPPING DEPARTMENT SUPPLIES 


The latest and most effective supplies for packing 
and shipping. Companies outside of Chicago are 
invited to write for price quotations on supplies. 


HORDER’S, Inc. 


Office Equipment 


11 Stores in Chicago « Main Office: 231 S. Jefferson St., Chicago 
All Telephones: FRAnklin 6760 
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Here is 
the transportation link 


Like all other important links the P. & 
P. U. does its daily task of linking great 
transportation systems together without 
fuss or feathers of any kind. 


Nevertheless here is one railroad which 
makes possible railroad transportation 
clear across the country in the shortest 
possible time. 


P. & P. U. Ry. 
and Peoria, Illinois 


actually saves hours in transit. 


The hours saved always mean earlier de- 
liveries, and often mean earlier connec- 
tions made at distant points. When that 
happens the hours the P. & P. U. has 
saved become days—to your customer that 
is Service. 


For information write 


E. F. Stock, Traffic Manager, 
Union Station, Peoria, Illinois 


PEORIA «x» PEKIN UNION 


RAILWAY COMPANY 


Switching Service Between: 
Cesste, & Rekin Union Ry. Ce. Illinols Central R 


Ati, Tta sate remy. ‘ie eran, rtm 
Chieage, Burlington & Galen R. R. Minneapolis & St. Louis R. R. 
Chieage & lilinols Midland Ry. 


leagp, Rock Isiand & Paeifie Ry. Pennsylvania Railroad 
Cleve., Cin., Chi. & St. Louls Ry. Peoria Terminal Raliroad 
(Peoria & Eastern) Toledo. Peoria & Western R. R. 


New York, Chicago & St. Louls R. R. 
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Low Rates 









COFFEE SHIPPERS 


PORT 
HOUSTON 


OFFERS AN ADVANTAGEOUS GATEWAY 
FOR YOUR COMMODITY 


Houston is served by regular 
steamship services from Brazil and 
the principal mild coffee producing 
countries. 


Every facility for handling coffee is 
maintained here in order to render 
you the most efficient service. 


Houston is on a parity with Eastern 
ports on ocean freight rates and 
offers important advantages to 
Coffee Roasters in Texas and the 
Southwest. 


J. RUSSELL WAIT 
DIRECTOR OF THE PORT 


Southern Steamship Company 


(Pioneer Steamship Line to Houston) 


OPERATING FAST FREIGHT SERVICE BETWEEN 


Philadelphia, Pa.; Norfolk, Va., 


and Houston, Texas 





SAILINGS: 


Quick Dispatch 


From Philadelphia . . . . . Wednesdays and Saturdays 
From Norfolk to Houston. ......... 
From Houston to Philadelphia . Mondays and Thursdays 
From Houston to Norfolk ........ . . Mondays 


Thru Package Cars 


Thursdays 


GENERAL OFFICES: 


1360 Broad Street Station Bldg., PHILADELPHIA, PA. 
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MC-F 253—Dealers Transport Co., Inc.—Purchase of operating rights 
and property of Husmann & Roper Freight Lines, Inc. 


April 26—Lincoln, Neb.—Neb. Commission—Joint Bds. 139, 19 and 93: 
MC 50509—Lloyd Coffman, Berwyn, Neb., for certificate. 
MC 1114 and Sub. 1—Elmer Dovel & Son, Auburn, Neb., for certifi- 
cate or permit and to extend present operations. 
MC 58905—Woodrow Bros., Paxton, Neb., for permit and to extend 
present operations. 


April 26—Chicago, Ill.—Sherman Hotel—Examiner Later: 
MC 20163—Application of C. Randell Bear, Ludlow, Ill., for permit. 
MC 92818—Application of Charles R. Williams, Chicago, Ill., for per- 
mit. 


April 26—Philadelphia, Pa.—Chamber of Commerce—Examiner Sullivan: 
MC 46053—Buchman and Brockway, Inc., Somerville, N. J., for cer- 
tificate. 


April 26—New York—Hotel Pennsylvania—Commissioner Porter and 
Examiners Trezise and Rice. 
27365—Freight Forwarding Investigation. (Adjourned hearing.) 
April 26—Montgomery, Ala.—Alabama Public Service Comm.—Joint 
Board 100: 
MC 36113—Application of Southeastern Greyhound Lines, Lexington, 
Ky., for certificate. 
April 26—Edenton, N. C.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Prichard: 
* Finance 11332—Application of Morris S. Hawkins and L. H. Windholz, 
receivers of Norfolk Southern R. R. Co., ete. 
April 27—Washington, D. C.—Commissioner Splawn and Examiner 
Carter: 
1. & S. 4296—Cancellation of live stock services at Chicago. 


April 27—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Armes: 


Fourth Section Application 16731—Blackstrap molasses—Gulf ports ~ 


to Peoria, Ill. 
April 27—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Linn: 


MC 50382—Application of Ira Edward Lease, Westernport, Md., for ; 


certificate. 
MC 50759—Application of Stewart & Sinclair, Inc., Baltimore, Md., 
for permit. 


MC 50903—Application of Willie E. Phillips, Hebron, Md., for certi- ~ 


ficate. 
April 27—Chicago, Ill.—Sherman Hotel—Examiner Later: 


MC 3005—Application of Midland Service Co., Chicago, Ill., for cer- | 


tificate or permit. 

MC 15091—Application of Central States Transit Transit Co., Chicago, 
Ill., for license. 

MC 39288—Application of Central States Freight Service, Inc., Chi- 
cago, Ill., for license. 


April 27—Salt Lake City, Utah—Utah Public Service Comm.—Joint 
Board 85: 

MC 50936—Application of R. A. Gould, Salt Lake City, Utah, for 
permit. 


April 27—Lincoln, Neb.—Neb. Commission—Joint Boards 19 and 31: 
MC 29707—Corner Service, Blue Hill, Neb., for permit and to extend 
operations. 
MC 50052—Dean O. Myers Transport Service. 


April 27—Louisville, Ky.—Brown Hotel—Examiner Bradford: 
| & S. M-102—Rating on storage batteries less truckloads. 


April 27—Mobile, Ala.—Cawthon Hotel—Examiner Yardley and Joint 
Boards 165 and 110: 
MC 86592—Application of Gulf Transport Co., Mobile, Ala., for permit. 
MC 87653 and Sub. 1—Application of Gulf, Mobile and Northern R. 
R. Co., Mobile, Ala., for certificate or permit and to extend operation. 
April 28—Lincoln, Neb.—Neb. Commission—Examiner Dillon and Joint 
Board 140: 
MC 86066—Clifford W. McCarver, Stamford, Neb., for certificate. 
MC 86197—John Price, Pawnee City, Neb., for certificate. 
MC 50650—Harold Bower, Fairbury, Neb., for certificate. 


April 28—Chicago, Ill.—Sherman Hotel—Examiner Later: 
MC 50484—Application of Merrill and Hamel, Whiting, Ind., for 
certificate. 


April 28—Mobile, Ala.—Cawthon Hotel—Joint Boards 165, 157 and 98: 
MC 2918—Application of H. V. Benton, Atlanta, Ga., for certificate. 
MC 15660 and Sub. 1—Application of Montgomery & Atlanta Motor 

Freight Lines, Inc., Atlanta, Ga., for certificate or permit and to 
extend operations. 


April 28—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Linn: 
MC 50223—Application of Harvey A. Batchelor, Suffolk, Va., for 
permit. 
MC 50758—Application of Russell Richardson, Vienna, Md., for cer- 
tificate. 
April 28—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 


Finance 11023—Application of the West Shore R. R. and the New 
York Central R. R., etc. 


April 28—New York, N. Y.—Pennsylvania Hotel—Joint Board 3: 
MC 29649—Application of Sullivan County Highway Line, Inc., New 
York, N. Y., for certificate. ' 


April 29—Chicago, Ill.—Hotel Sherman—Joint Boards 162 and 76: 
MC C-36—Central States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., vs. Lency 
Clairmont Transfer. 
MC 2377 and Sub. 1—Application of Lency Clairmont Transfer, Esca- 
naba, Mich., for certificate or permit and to extend operation. 
April 29—Atlanta, Ga.—Atlanta Biltmore Hotel—Joint Board 99: 
MC-F 249—Georgia Stages, Inc.—Purchase of operating rights and 
property of Coleman Motor Lines. 
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MOOREMACK GULF LINES 


Weekly Sailings 


Betwee 
BOSTON, PHILADELPHIA, BALTIMORE NEW ORLEANS, HOUSTON, 
CORPUS CHRISTI, BROWNSVILLE 


Betwe 
PHILADELPHIA, NEW ORLEANS and MIAMI 
Between 
PHILADELPHIA and TAMPA 
Between 
NEW ORLEANS, HOUSTON, CORPUS CHRISTI and BROWNSVILLE 


MOORE and McCORMACK, Inc., Agents 


NEW YORK, 5 Broadway MIAMI, 314 Postal Bidg. 
BALTIMORE, Seaboard Bidg. NEW ORLEANS, Whitney Bidg. 
BOSTON, 7 5 State St. PHILADELPHIA, Bourse Bidg. 
BROWNSVILLE, ‘Municipel Docks PITTSBURGH, Oliver Bidg. 
CHICAGO, 704 Marquette Bidg. ROCHESTER, 1408 Temple Bidg. 
CORPUS CHRISTI, Municipal te SAN ANTONIO, 916 South Texas 
DALLAS, Cotton ‘Exchange Bldg. Bank B 
DETROIT, 556 Book Bidg. ST. ‘Suis he Paul Brown Bidg. 
HOUSTON, Cotton Exchange Bids. SHREVEPORT, 400 McNeill St. 
MEMPHIS, Cotton Exchange Bldg. TAMPA, 309 Morgan St. 
way to win the goal you want in the Traffic world! A far bet- 
ter one is thorough, scientific, low-cost training in Traffic Man- 


* eo ro ca J 

—in Traffic Training! 

Slow, painfully-gotten experience going from job to job—while 

the years fly by faster than increases come—is not the best 
agement—training collaborated in by 175 of America’s fore- 


most transportation authorities, whose success-methods come 
to you in ‘‘Problem’”’ form that puts you on the Traffic Man- 
ager’s job during training, and qualifies you for such a job 
afterward. Scores of $3,000—$5,000—$7,500 and even higher- 
salaried traffic executives are today in positions earned through 
LaSalle training. Possibly you can do the same... if you will. 
Get our free 64-page booklet, ‘Opportunities in Traffic Man- 
agement” as the first step toward success for you. No obligation 
—and it may be right in line with your life’s ambitions. Write 
for this book today. 


LA SALLE EXTENSION UNIVERSITY 
DEPT. 495-TA, CHICAGO, ILL. 








GOOD SERVICE 


AND 
FAST 


GALVESTON WHARF COMPANY 


Est. 1854 
Geo. Sealy, Pres. F, W. Parker, V. P. & G. M. 


(Kansas City Office, 434 Board of Trade Bldg. ) 













me 


R EXPRESS 
Ait WAY T0 SHIP 
















miles overnight, with 

prompt al next morning. Com- 
ee nation-wide service between 216 
es, in the United States and Canada. \ 
— direct to Honolulu, Guam, Manila 
cen 82 Latin-American countries. Low, 4 
pomical cost. Pick-up and delivery ,\QAaaD” 
formeut extra charge. For service or in- a ae 
EXP hows phone any office of RAILWAY 


Z ! Rush your shipments by 
AIR EXPRESS — 2,500 
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0.0. REGULATIONS 
NOW EXPLAINED 
IN SIMPLE EVERY- 
DAY LANGUAGE 


fob Thad tar amulonael: 


oy-4 4 413 Gee, DO YOU KNOW 
What the Motor Carrier Act 
Requires of Shippers? 


What Permit Requirements, 
Equipment Standards or 
Load Restrictions you must 
meet in each of the 48 
states? 


How to legally expand 
your business? 


How to protect your I. C. C. 
rights to a Certificate or 
Permit? 


Heavy fines and penalties 
are now being assessed 
against carriers and shippers 
who are not familiar with 
these requirements. 




















By DAVIDBROCSKY and J. ALMYK LIEBERMAN 
Leading authorities on motor transportation law, 
members of the New York State Bar and of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission Bar. 


The Motor Carrier Act is being strictly 
enforced today against motor carriers and 
shippers. Ignorance of I. C. C. requirements 
may subject you to severe fines and penalties. 
Here is a Handbook which will act as your 
lawyer ... always at your side. Thousands 
of I. C. C. regulations are clearly explained 
to protect you from breaking laws which you 
may not know even exist. 

The Handbook is divided into two parts, 
giving you all the information you need. 
Part I, on I. C. C. regulations, deals with 
Certificates, Tariffs and Shipping Forms, New 
Operations, Mergers, Safety Regulations and 
Accounts, I. C. C. Procedure, etc. Part II is 
a compilation of the individual requirements 
of the 48 states, including Certificates, Rec- 
iprocity, Taxes, Registration Fees, 
Equipment and Load Standards, and Traffic 
Regulations. Completely indexed, price $3.00. 


Don't take a chance ans ~~ ~~ ~~ 
other day. Fill in this —_~ yoy owe Co., a 1, 

order blank at once. 1 Send me the SHandbook", Within 5 days | will either 
return it or send you $3.00 plus few cents for delivery. 





Address. . 


If check accompanies sami Sut will be prepaid. 
Returnable in 5 days for full cash refund. 





between 


NEW YORK, 


a ey 
BOSTON, 


NEW ORLEANS, 


SAN FRANCISCO anp ST. JOHN, N. B. 
and 


CUBA, JAMAICA, (PANAMA, (COLOMBIA, COSTA 
RICA, GUATEMALA, HONDURAS, BRITISH 
HONDURAS, NICARAGUA, |EL SALVADOR 


also 


WEST COAST PORTS of CENTRAL and SOUTH AMERICA 
and MEXICO (transhipment at CRISTOBAL) 


FREIGHT TRAFFIC DEPARTMENT 
Cae _ ape iii 1. Washington St ai Lah Jone, u. 8... “ih. E. T fess'S oe: 
ee Mi oh. cart ee tte *  Gaciony’ Spam. 


Also I 
reular weekly gasnaer mri (and “Guest Cruises”) 
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April 29—Brownsville, Tex.—U. S. Court—Examiner Worthington: 

27691—Brownsville Navigation District of Cameron County, Tex., F. 

A. Lallier and J. G. Philen, Jr., vs. St. Louis, Brownsville and 
Mexico Ry. et al. 


April 29—Lincoln, Neb.—Neb. Commission—Examiner Dillon: 
MC 70451—Watson Bros. Transp. Co., Inc. 


April 29—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 

* Air Mail Docket 1—Air mail compensation. 

* Air Mail Docket 16—Air mail rates for Route No. 24. 

* Air Mail Docket 18—National Parks Airways, Inc., base-rate mileage. 


April 30—North Platte, Neb.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bds. 19, 220 and 44: 
MC 58906—Babcock Implement Co., Sidney, Neb., for permit and to 
extend operations. 
MC 86011—Z & W Super Service, Scottsbluff, Neb., for certificate. 
MC 50163—Henry Douglas (BMC 10). 
MC 50795—Thompson & Judd (BMC 10). 


April 30—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Maidens: 
1. & S. M-81—Commodity rates of Small & Bull. 
MC 37975—Application of Small and Bull, Pocomoke City, Md., for 
certificate or permit. 


April 30—Raleigh, N. C.—U. S. Court Room—Joint Board 2: 
MC-F 255—Merger in Queen City Coach Co. of Statesville-Salisbury 
Coach Co. 


April 30—Evansville, Ind.—U. S. Court Rooms—Examiner Esch: 
|. & S. 3718—Export and import rates to and from southern ports. 


April 30—Tulsa, Okla.—Mayo Hotel—Examiner Fuller: 
1. & S. 4299—Ratings on skelp in Western and Illinois Classifications. 


April 30—Jacksonville, Fla.—Hotel Mayflower—Examiner Yardley and 
Joint Board 205: 

—— of Union Bus Co., Jacksonville, Fla., for cer- 
tificate. 

MC 7098—Application of The Motor Transportation Co. of the South, 
Jacksonville, Fla., for certificate. 

MC 39087—Application of Southeastern Management Co., Jackson- 
ville, Fla., for authority to operate under the certificates of its 
owner companies and subsidiaries thereof (Union Bus Co., South- 
eastern Greyhound Lines, Inc., and Public Stages, Inc.) 


April 30—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Borroughs: 
* MC 86030—Application of Clark Transfer, Elkins, W. Va., for permit. 


April 30—Philadelphia, Pa.—Chamber of Commerce—Examiner Sullivan: 
* MC 12032—Application of Kelly’s General Express, Philadelphia, Pa., 
for license. 


May 3—Atlanta, Ga.—Georgia Public Service Comm.—Joint Boards 131 
and 101: 
MC 19987—Application of Atlantic Motor Express, Inc., Atlanta, Ga., 
for certificate or permit. 
MC 86496—Application of Public Stages, Inc., Jacksonville, Fla., for 
certificate. 


May 3—Boston, Mass.—Lenox Hotel—Examiner McChord: 
|. & S. 4318—All freight, Boston to East Hartford. 


May 3—Cincinnati, Ohio—Netherland Plaza Hotel—Examiner Taylor: 
27039—The Hooven & Allison Co. et al. vs. B. & O. et al. 


May 3—Des Moines, Ia.—Iowa Board of R. R. Commissioners’ Rooms— 
Joint Boards 136, 92 and 54: 

MC 407 (BMC 8)—Redman Transfer Co. 

MC 40223, Sub-No. 1—Application of Interstate Transit Lines, Inter- 
state Transit Lines, Inc., Union Pacific Stages, Union Pacific Stages, 
Inc., Union Pacific Stages of Calif., and Chicago and Northwestern 
Stages, Omaha, Neb., for certificate to extend present operation. 

a of E. P. Kinsinger, Iowa City, Ia., for cer- 

cate. 


May 3—Des Moines, Ia.—Iowa Board of R. R. Commissioners—Ex- 
aminer Dillon: 

* MC 407—Application of Redman Transfer Co., Ottumwa, Ia., for cer- 
tificate. 


May 3—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Examiner Fuller: 
27667—Burrus Feed Mills et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 


May 3—Nashville, Tenn.—U. S. Court Rooms—Examiner Esch: 
27566—Nashville Bridge Co. vs. N. C. & St. L. Ry. et al. 
27566, Sub. 1—Same vs. L. & N. R. R. et al. 


May 3—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Stiles: 
1. & S. 4322—Soy beans and rice bran in the south. 


May 3—Memphis, Tenn.—Hotel Peabody—Examiner Worthington: 
* 1. & S. 4324—Fruit and vegetable packages in the south and south- 
west. 


May 4—Boston, Mass.—Lenox Hotel—Examiner McChord: 
1. & S. 4319—Delivery service on dry goods at New York, N. Y. 
May 4—Philadelphia, Pa.—City Hall—Examiner Bardwell: 
27427—City of Philadelphia vs. B. & O. et al. 


May 4—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Examiner Fuller: 

Fourth Section Applications 16359, 16450, 16515, 16524, 16526, 16661 
and 16662—Building or sheathing paper form Texas points, build- 
ing paper from Dallas, Tex., building paper to Ohio River points 
and building paper from Dallas, Tex., to Memphis, Tenn. 


May 4—Wichita, Kan.—Broad View Hotel—Examiner Dillon and Joint 
Boards 39 and 180: 
MC 30600—Southern Kansas Stage Lines Co., Wichita, Kan., for cer- 
tificate and to extend operations. 
MC 30605—Southern Kansas Stage Lines Co., Wichita, Kan., for cer 
tificate and to extend operations. 



















































STARRETT LEHIGH 
BUILDING 





Look Before You Locate 


Starrett Lehigh Building, bounded by West 26th and 
West 27th Streets and Ilth and 13th Avenues, New 
York City, affords an excellent location for manufac- 
turing and distribution. 


IT HAS — 
® ‘Lehigh Valley Railroad freight terminal on street level. 
Freight elevators direct to platform in rail yard. 


® Truck elevators to all floors with convenient truck pits, 
offering street floor facilities throughout the building. 


® Floor areas, 52,000 to 124,000 sq. ft. Smaller units may 
be leased. 


® Low insurance rates. 
® Live steam for manufacturing purposes. 
® Fast passenger elevators. 


® Restaurant and barber shop. 





INVESTIGATE THE ADVANTAGES OF THIS BUILDING 


You will find it easily adaptable as your Eastern manu- 
facturing and distributing plant, sales and display 
offices. It is situated on wide thoroughfares in the 
center of Manhattan. 


¢ 


Nationally-known concerns, already occupants of the 
building, have been able materially to lower their New 
York operating costs and at the same time increase 
their efficiency. You, too, can save here. 
Write or telephone or descriptive booklet. 
Starrett Lehigh Building 


D. BR. CROTSLEY, Manager, 601 West 26th Street 
Telephone: CHickering 4-5520 
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Guide to Motor Transport Lines | 


(This Guide is published in the third issue of each calendar month) 


3. 
4. 


Purpose of Guide 
This Guide has been prepared to provide traffic managers 
with conveniently organized information about respon- 
sible motor transport lines. The dependability of each 
advertiser has been investigated. Each has been highly 
recommended by well known shippers and has provided 
satisfactory evidence as to financial responsibility. 


Although THE TRAFFIC WORLD has taken every 
reasonable precaution to restrict this Guide to respon- 
sible, dependable and capable motor transport operators, 
it assumes no responsibility for dealings or service. /t 
requests, however, that traffic managers report any unsatis- 
factory experiences or dealings, should they arise. The 
source of such reports will not be divulged even in cases 
that warrant the dropping of advertisers. 


Two Indexes Make Guide Easy to Use 
To simplify the finding of a service to fit any shipper's 
requirements, two indexes have been pre mm 4 
Alphabetical Index: When a specific company is 
wanted, refer to the alphabetical index. 


Index of Motor Transport Lines by Key Distribution 
Areas: This index enables the user to find the service or 
services available between any two points without resort 
to a complicated system of codes or cross references. 
Each motor Sane line is listed under all of the ke 
cities it serves. Before each listing is a symbol which 
shows the direction of the company’s service into and 
out of the city. This system of directional symbols 
is illustrated by the following examples: 

© This indicates a local cartage company serving 

Key City and Suburbs only. 


© This indicates that the intercity service offered 
by the company is entirely within the Key 
Distribution Area served by the Key City—See 
“Key Distribution Area’’ wall map. 


. This indicates that four routes are operated to 
*+ points beyond the Key City: east, south, south- 
west, and northwest. The BOLD FACE 
signifies that the operations over these routes are 
intrastate in character. 
' This indicates that three routes are operated to 
' points beyond the Key City: south, west, and 
north. | he LIGHT. FACE indicates that 
operations over these routes are interstate in 
character. 





COMPANY Page COMPANY Page COMPANY Page COMPANY Page 
a he Hampton Roads Transportation Monroe Transfer & Warehouse Red Arrow Freight Lines, Inc... 5 
Central Freight Lines, Inc...... 5 Co.—The Wright Line........ 0 SR OOS cae SP eee art 5 Silver Fleet of Mem his, Esses...° 4 
Denver-Chicago Trucking Co... 6 Inland Motor Freight....... “a ae New York & New Brunswick T. S.C. Motor Freight Lines, Inc. 5 
Dohrn Transfer Co............. 4 Inter-State MotorFreightSystem 3 Auto Express Co., Inc......... 2 Tidewater Express Lines, Inc.... 2 ae 
Gateway City Transfer Co...... 5 Ba Oe Ris ois oc ce deeenene 4 On Time Toantiee Company.... 5 Wolverine Express, Inc.......... 4 : 





ALABAMA Dohrn Transfer INDIANAPOLIS KENTUCKY FLINT ST. LOUIS ROCHESTER 
BIRMINGHAM $e Company....4 »!'¢ Inter-StateMotor LOUISVILLE of, Inter-StateMotor _.- Denver-Chicago _,_ Inter-State Motor 
v$ Silver Fleet of +! Gateway City ’ Freight...... 3 ‘+ Inter-StateMotor ~¢ Freight...... 3 Trucking Co. .6 Freight...... a ’ 
Memphis... .4 Transfer..... 5 SOUTH BEND Freight...... 3 GRAND RAPIDS ot Inter-StateMotor SYRACUSE 
ARIZONA 33t lage Se aiateg PS, sok paagemepnestetes PO 334 a wae. mt ... - spe i. Se at a 
PHOENIX ¢ Ae ' reight...... * “SS PS F ilver Fleet o ' FOIGMS. 66.5 4, 
' Denver-Chicago .. On Time Trans- TERRE HAUTE $ Monroe Trans. & JACKSON ' Memphis....4 UTICA 
**. Trucking Co. .6 war AS eae » 8 Cage Dptenntes pavaer ales a ee. Fe = em aan SEY eis ae ey won i 
T Pe .¢ Wolverine : eG... . reight...... ee ‘ 
‘gy Express, Inc. .4 . IOWA ee. 1-S.C. Motor Frt. KALAMAZ (See New York) OHIO 
adi Trucking Co. .6 DANVILLE CEDAR RAPIDS en, 6 .$, Inter-StateMotor NEBRASKA AKRON 
ARKANSAS $ Inter-StateMotor __|- Denver-Chicago MONROE cpt teight. ...-. GRAND ISLAND ' Inter-State Motor 
LITTLE ROCK + Freight...... 3 “°S Trucking Co. .6 oot Monroe Trans. & LANSING _.. Denver-Chicago ~*~  Freight...... 3 j 
Silver Fleet of PEORIA 4 _ Inter-StateMotor | ¢ Whse. Co... .6 3% Inter-State Motor Trucking Co..6 CANTON 
oo we tomg “ 2 Denver-Chicese Freight......3 NEW ORLEANS ¢ Freight... ... HASTINGS . Inter-State Motor 
emphis.... a Trucking Co. 6 On Time Trans $ Silver Fleet of MUSKEGON id Denver-Chicago ~*~ Freight...... 3 
CALIFORNIA ep og eer ees “ay 5 Memphis... .4 o3t Inter-State Motor *“ Trucking Co..6 CINCINNATI 
LOS ANGELES" ze Company....4 DAVENPORT z- T-S.C.MotorFrt. “¢ Freight...... LINCOLN .'v Inter-State Motor 
,. Denver-Chicago QUINCY « Denver-Chicago SE Sere 6 ‘+ Wolverine _.- Denver-Chicago %° Freight...... 3 : 
' Trucking Co. .6 « Denver-Chicago ~°  _ Trucking Co..6 SHREVEPORT ' Express, Inc. .4 Trucking Co..6 CLEVELAND / 
SAN DIEGO ear Trucking Co. .6 Inter-State Motor ee Monroe Trans. & SAGINAW « On Time Inter-State Motor 
! Denver-Chicago » Glakee Teeter ees... 3 Whse. Co....6 y», Inter-StateMotor - Transfer..... 5 $3t Freight...... 3 
Trucking Co..6 ° Company....4 DES MOINES MARYLAND : Freight......3 OMAHA COLUMBUS 
COLORADO ROCKFOR Denver-Chicago BALTIMORE MINNESOTA eos an Denver-Chicago +. Inter-State Motor 
COLORADO SPGS. Denver-Chicago ~*" Trucking Co. .6 e Carr's MINNEAPOLIS Trucking Co..6 7° ~ Freight...... 
'_ Denver-Chicago ~"s Trucking Co. .6 _ Inter-StateMotor 4 Transfer... .. 2 . Gateway City .. On Time DAYTON 
' Trucking Co. .6 Dohrn Transfer Praignt...... 3 ye Tidewater Exp. 's | Transfer... .. de Transfer... .. 5 ‘+ Inter-State Motor 
DENVER *$. Company....4 DUBUQUE z eee 2 .,_ Inter-StateMotor NEW MEXICO *S.. Wa a.. 
.< Denver-Chicago ! Gateway City .. hie ay ge H+ gala st. nan ve nees 3 ALBUQUERQUE SPRINGFIELD 
' Trucking Co. .6 - T a . rucking Co.. : - P aoe enver-Chicago — + Inter-StateMotor 
PUEBLO iaiania a bennett Motor *,., loge Sees ene ze my my atbing wee ome aie 6 Pa weeeee 
co =e -Chi . Freight...... reight...... ? reight...... f 
Wonskian Co. 6 ROCK ISL ND WATERL SPRINGFIELD >! Gateway City ALBANY >! Inter-State Motor 
DELAWARE (See Davenport) '  Inter-StateMotor »,_ Inter-StateMotor s Transfer..... 5 _.. Inter-StateMotor 7%;<  Freight......3 
WILMINGTON SPRINGFIELD a Freight...... 3 Freight...... 3 MISSISSIPPI a Freight...... 3 OREGON 
« Hampton Roads- « Denver-Chicago KANSAS WORCESTER JACKSON BINGHAMTON PORTLAND 
' Wright Line..2 t Teughing Co. 6 a - i & pan Togge tpeeitomes $ Silver ries of 4 ‘ ingpe-State Mates fe ane 
eS ter-Stat t - i reight...... ° emphis.... . . _ Sere ee . 
wOIST. OF COL. 5°” "Freight.....3 ~"" Trucking Co..6 | MICHIGAN MERIDIAN BUFFALO ee 5 
Ce TON INDIANA HUTCHINSON. BATTLE CREEK , Silver Fleet of .. Inter-StateMotor * “EX 5 
oe T. . f EVANSVILLE ... Denver-Chicago p,q Inter-StateMotor Memphis....4 7; Freight...... VANIA 
oo exe ' Inter-State Motor oun jTrucking Co..6 sie Freight Feasts 3 KANMESSOURI NEW pyorK aio Bs aa 
® : . M: < 5 oss : ampton Roads- 
Lines........ 2 FORT WA’ NE Denver-Chicago .$, Inter-StateMotor _._ Denver-Chicago ” Wright Line..2 _ .¢ Inter-StateMotor 
ILLINOIS .'¢ Inter-StateMotor ~*~ TruckingCo..6 ~*¢ Freight... ... 3 Trucking Co. .6 ' Inter-StateMotor 7 Freight...... 3 
CHICAGO is Freight...... 3 TOPEKA DETROIT ST. JOSEPH , Freight...... 2 HARRISBURG 


>, Denver-Chicago GARY-HAMMOND 
. Trucking Co. .6 (See Chicago) 


_ Denver-Chicago 33° Inter-State Motor 
Trucking Co. .6 
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Cases in which the services from a Key City are 
both Interstate and Intrastate the predominant 
character of these services determines whether light 
or bold face symbols are used. 


Shipments originate, with few exceptions, from major 

distribution ints. The use of these cities makes 

possible the following quick, simple procedures for the 
selection of motor transport services: 

Routes from One Key City to Another: 

1. Look under both cities for the name or names of 
motor transport lines that serve both cities, then 
check maps in the advertisements of these com- 
panies for details of the character of service offered. 

2. If no company offers a through service, check maps of 
those companies which are prefaced by directional 
symbols indicating that they offer a service going in 
the direction wanted and make the selection of the 
companies to be used on the basis of the most 
efficient connections. 

Routes to or from Key Cities to Other Points: 

Check directional symbols under the Key City for com- 
panies operating services in the direction of the other 
point, then refer to individual maps. 


Routes Between Points Other than Key Cities: 

Refer to the motor transport lines listed under the Key 
Cities nearest the points to be served. The direc- 
tional symbols provide the means of determining 
which companies offer services in the directions 
wanted. The recording of major highway numbers 
makes possible the selection of an assured service 
between any two points listed on a highway map 
even when those points are not shown on the 
advertiser's map. 


Arrangement of Advertisements 

Data for companies serving adjacent or overlapping 

regions are grouped. It is thus possible to plan a co- 

ordinated system of distribution on studying the avail- 
able services by regions. 

Data Regarding Advertisers: The facts listed for each 

motor line follows a uniform arrangement: 

1. General facts. 

2. Address, telephone and teletype numbers, and person 
with whom to communicate at general office, and, 
when space permits, this data is also shown for 
branch offices. 


Alphabetical Index 








Character of Highway Service Offered by Motor 
Transport Lines: The individual maps that accom- 
pany advertisements have been uniformly prepared. 
After once becoming familiar with the significance of the 
various types of route lines shown, one can tell at a 
glance the character of service offered via each route 
operated by each motor line. 


quam Daily service to and from all points (Intrastate service). 


eoccece Ferries. 


@ O Principal points served. B Terminal cities. 


Unless otherwise noted on maps, motor lines offer- 
ing an intrastate service are also interstate 
operators when their routes extend into other states. 





Index of Motor Transport Lines by Key Distribution Areas 


~ Denver-Chicago tz New York & New . Tidewater Exp. 
* Freight...... 3 Trucking Co..6 7 Brunswick. . .2 ' oO ere 


semen Daily coordinated rail-motor service. 








esceece: Connecting lines 
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Equipment—character, number of units, ownership. 


Insurance—types and amounts carried. When : 
amount is shown, it relates in all cases to unit cover- 

age per vehicle or whatever other standard unit is 

applicable. All insurance data is verified at time 

advertiser is accepted. Important—When a star ( *) 

is used it signifies that THE TRAFFIC WORLD 

has established an arrangement with the under- 

writer or its agent by which it will be informed of 

any lapse in the insurance or bonds. 


Schedules of operations—number of runs daily, 
whether day or night runs, and average time of runs 
between major terminals, etc.—are shown when 
space permits. 


Special services and facilities—data regarding ac- 
ceptance of C.O.D. shipments, special terminal 
facilities, local services, etc. 


Association memberships are reported since some 


trafic managers use this as a measure of the standing 
of a company. 


Daily service to OF from interstate points (Interstate service). 


Service 2 or 3 times weekly. 
Irregular or special service routes—truck load shipments, etc. 
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**Freedman Service’’—Est. 191 
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Index of Motor Transport Lines by Key Distribution Areas (Continued) 


New York & New Brunswick Auto Express Co., Inc. 
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to Motor Transport Lines 
ATLANTIC COAST 



























eg OE ‘ we nt Arrow Frt. SAN ANTONIO ets el WALLA WALLA MADISON 

« Hampton Roads- A ¢* ines s ampton Roads- 

' Wright Line..2. w# Central Freight °% “ae Freight 6 78 Wright ga 2 234 Seiget we 5 2s Copewer City 

3e¢ Inter-State Motor ee Lines 6 nek” rr . Red »: sae F t wasn reight . I sageter Nie J 

‘entral Freight r ASHINGTON », — Inter-State Moto; 

ea. a eo ° Lines... SEATTLE mea ae o  Freight.....3 

--* A ee 

nrveaukn 2 BEAUMONT GALVESTON —_ ae % — “a Eastes 

<) Reber Rente Motor ee 1 -5-C. Motor Frt re ¢ i Motor or S C ome Freight . we Lee & YAKIMA MILWAUKEE 

oe ae... o°f Lines 6 ines , a ay wnat Fie 7< Estes 5 oe >, Gateway City 

SCRANTON CORPUS CHRISTI HOUSTON ae 6 SPOKANE ne “East 5 * ae 

‘ Inter-State Motor ry Central Freight ‘ ee : _. Inter-State Motor 
ee .s oe ao or Pe Te 6 ___ VIRGINIA ojo pat ow | enconeen ; Freight... 3 
TENNESSEE ¢ Red Arrow Frt. NORFOLK- 

MEMPHIS DALLAS 3° Lines 6 NEWPORT NEWS TACOMA LA CROSSE 

3: Silver Fleet of - Central Freight .* T-S.C.MotorFrt. y»$ Hampton Roads- $ Lee & »' Gateway City SUPERIOR 
z mMemphis....4 %% Lines. . 6 Lines. . . Wright Line. .2 » Eastes , a Ly Transfer 5 (See Duluth) 





Carr’s Transfer 


COMMON CARRIER—J.C.C. Doc. No. 3799 
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on fleet; *Prop. Dam., $5,000; Workm’n’s Comp.; towny Sb: Fangs! 
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The Wright Line 



































Hampton Roads Transportation Co. 


Established 1921 I. C. C. Docket No. 19532 





New York & New Brunswick 
Aute Express Co., Inc. 


este 
THETRAFFIC WORLD =6““Freedman Service” 


Incorporated (Va.) 


COMMON CARRIER—I. C. C. Doc. No. 30532 Kingston * Established 1925 
916 Raritan Ave., HIGHLAND PARK, N. J. )Povsht 2613 E St., N.W., Washington, D. C. 
Tel.—New Brunswick 2300-1-2 Hghnd ee Telephone—West 0767 a oe Seong 
A. Markowitz, Traffic Manager ~ ie Nevburff = L. C. Coss, Oumar 
—r peer omg gs Philadelphia, Tren- ‘ ( BALTIMORE AGENCIES: (1) Tidewater 
on, Lancaster, New York. , H Express Co., 204 Key Highway (South 
EQUIPMENT: 24 Tractors, 42 trailers; Trucks, 20 en ‘ 1551-2); (2) Union Freight Terminal, 
van. All company owned. \ \ cae ee 423-425 Sharp St. (Plaza 4116-17-18). 
INSURANCE: Cargo, $25,000 ($100,000 Limit Term. es or “ Sot Og EQUIPMENT: 7 Tractors, 5 ‘ trailers; Z ; : 2 
Coverage): *Pub. Liab. $100,000 $300, 000 limit worn One OL al Wi Yeciciie trucks, 5 van, 2 open; 2 refrigerator Washington-Harrisburg (via Winches- 
Huntingto trucks. All company owned. ter) 
C 


INSURANCE: *Cargo, $2,000 (Mass. Washington-Warrenton-Culpeper 

Fire & Marine Ins. Co.); * Pub. Liab., Washington-New York 

yes » ee: ; pone (via connecting line). 
,000; orkm’n’s Comp.., all opera- : ewe 

tions (U.S. Fidelity & Guar. Co. of a petting Guevine: Wee 
altimore). s 

REGULAR SCHEDULES: Daily pick-up IRREGULAR ROUTES: Permits for use of 

and delivery service between: - are | “ henge Pennsylvania, 
Baltimore- Washington arylan aware 
Washington-Leesburg MEMBER: American Trucking Assn. 


ATLANTIC 
OCEAN 











Tidewater Express Lines, Inc. 


COMMON CARRIER=—ICC Docket No. 1034 204-30 Key Hi ghway 


















































NEW YorK? | ___ LNCORPORATED (6D) Established 1988 BALTIMORE, MD. 
Est.1932 1.C.C. Doc. g 51116 Ine. (Ve.) " Nowchauett x Telephone-SOuth 1551-2 
1 SBURG! nnett 
12 Nebraska St. NORFOLK, VA. New Grenewich 7 HARRI BURG: \ Steelton Traffic Manager 
CW Weigh 65  Telephone—2-5758 PENNSYLVANIA \ (ff New Cumberland BRANCH OFFICES 
nent General Manager Trentog Berdentown G Colwno Aberdeen, Md., Bel Air Ave. 
C.D. McMullen,T.M. J.C. Weaver, G. F. A PHILADELPHIA Ga | CHAMBE RSBURG ORK 1 sostmiaaiaas Walter S. Wilson (Tel. 21W) 
COMMON pn a tga CARRIERS GA Anew # | Castown Ie ng G Dallatonn stg 3 Md., ae East St. 
i tlantic Fs, f) te eS Red Lion 5 pane yy’ a| Norman Murray (Tel. 557) 
States; So. Motor Carriers’ Rate Confer- WELNCIS Zi. ti i Shirin Glen . nines -VANIA York, Pa., Charles & Rover Sts. 
ences; Individual Tariffs. ‘ 2) JERSEY b4 be on Rocke rewsbury » er ee D. H. Brown (Tel. 6122) 
— oe —— yy ole Peneavll ~ G// Waynesboro , : “a eee. D. C., 2613 E. St., 
ampton, a., opewe a ewport i d¥ lo. East =| 
News, Va., New York, N. Y., Philadelphia, | steatea J. A. 
Pa., Richmond, Va., Smithfield, Va., Suffolk, } PO... oy Aberdes Perry Ph MD ge Nig 4 pee 
Va., Virginia Beach, Va., Wilmington, Del. ' ° YAberden : St. . 
er 2 rrotare. 20 i. AN [FREDERICK cen & ez ane "*?| Keystone Exp. & Stge. Co. 
Pub. Liab., $10,000-$25,000; Prop. Dam., Demarco pee TIMORE = Sa 
$5,000; Workmen's Compensation. \\ aoe ‘ Harrisburg, Pa., 1539 Walnut St. 
SPECIAL SERVICES: Norfolk—Pool | MsRYCAND | om ere, ine eee 
car dist.; consol. of cars; local cartage. bX Grier ey TARIFF AGENCIES 
Suffolk—local cartage. Connections with ws p i a: ae Individual: D. T. Waring, J. B. 
sane corns eet See Re WS 4 NIA MAR YLAND: Dempsey 
3; Va. Highway Users; PASE | VIRG! MD Hyatsville yi) ASSOCIATIONS 
C. of C. Norfolk; Richmond, Suffolk ay ATLANTIC | WASHINGTON, Baltimore Safety Council 
~ ch or) i as Baltimore Assn. of Com. 
een CHMOND an a d= ciel i. a Traffic Club of Baltimore 
ro, “ a Y A 9) 
LN A, “7 wy) EY 9 C Coatesrercy) \SOUTH HILL ROUTES | tractor, | trailer, irucks, : . o) ot Stal 
~Pesentooy , ayo a r: [SERVICE to Yorktown | vans (12 carry ice for refrigeration spay wa rail sidings! 
er \ ve ri Et when needed); 2 open bodies. All @!t!more, Fr erick. 
VIRGINIA tia EWS SS 
Were >, we \ > hf company owned. SCHEDULES 
‘ Ph orton Leg vend ae INSURANCE Daily common carrier service t0 
\ “ t ee aus The Wigs Une | *%Cargo, $5,000 plus $2,500 ; pees : 
NN. / . titan tents S (Northern Assur. Co. of London) all points with irregular service of 
“A —so™ Transportation Co. . Public Liability, $10,000 & truck load lots. Operating over 
oo $50,000; Property Damage, highways in Maryland (intra 
— "NORTH (CAROLINA $5,000-$50 deductible (Merchants ...1- and interstate); Pennsy!- 
Mutual Casualty Co.) ... Work- : aia : . 
i ingmen’s Compensation (Lum- Vania and District of Columbia 
phates ames berman’s Mutual Casualty). (interstate). 
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Guide to Motor Transport Lines 
EAST AND CENTRAL 


NTER - STAT = Offer Unexcelled Transportation 
reight SYSTEM 


AND ASSOCIATED COMPANIES 


Terminal Cities 
= * Daniels, G.T.M. (Interstate Motor Freight System), Grand Rapids, Mich. 


over fast, direct, 
14 industrial states. Terminals and warehouses 
in principal cities. Check 
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scheduled routes through 


these advantages: 
Free Pick-Up 


Sproul, G.T.M. (Consolidated Freight Company), Lansing, Mich. Free Delivery 
AKRON, Ohio BUFFALO, N. Y. DAVENPORT, lowa KENOSHA, Wis. NEW YORK, N. Y. SAGINAW, Mich. 
74 Chestnut St. Larkin Whse., Door 44 (See Rock Island) 5161 7th Ave., 228 Front St. 100 Carroll St. Courteous 
Phone—Hemlock 8227 Exchange St. EVANSVILLE, Ind Corner 52nd Ph.—Beekman 3-4797 Phone—2-3123 O t 
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38 Monroe St. Teletype—CGO 770 neh 6 LOUISVILLE, Ky. Phone—Court 6210 Phone Nestor 7831 < 
Phone—6542 : FORT » Ind. 215 N. 12th St., Rear Teletype—PITB 368 SOUTH BEND, Ind Highway Patrol 
; CINCINNATI, Ohio 1700 West Wall St. = Phone Jackson 5932 poo hay a emg 
BAY CITY, Mich. Bank & Koebel Sts. Phone—Anthony 5366 RACINE, Wis. Pho ” i131 System 
1213 N. Water St. Phone—Cherry 6040 GRAND RAPIDS MILWAUKEE, Wis. Clark & 18th Sts. SYRACUSE N Y 
Phone—3000 é 134 Grandville, S. W 448 East Bruce St. Phone—Jackson 7750 iny faa tek “ 
CLEVELAND, Ohio 1°": Phione—Daly 6535 1117 East Water St. Highway Check- 

BELOIT, Wis. 1215 East 40th St.  Phone—9-3341 ROCHESTER, N.Y. = Phone—6-2875 : . 
743 Fifth St. Ph.—Henderson 3650 |NDIANAPOLIS, Ind. MINNEAPOLIS, Minn. a tn TREE, Sie ing Stations 
Phone—283 Teletype—CLEV 162 333 West Ohio St. 506 North Washington lags ng rie ayette 

Phone—Riley 2471 Phone—Atlantic 7218  Teletype—ROCH 47 Phone—Adams 9118 E : d 
— yeaa poe a _ MUNCIE, Ind ROCKFORD, Ill. Teletype—TOL 189 xperience 
160 West Bridge St. . Monument Ave. JACKSON, Mich. » Ind. : 
Phone—5-1395 Phone—Hemlock 1293 531 Liberty St. 600 South Manre St. ye te Personnel 
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BOSTON, Mass. DETROIT, Mich. Frene—S-Es8 Phone—Main 3713 Modern 
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65 Sleeper St. Ph.—Vinewood 1-6800 326 Eleanor St. Concord St. cot o b bd 
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Tariff Agency 
Central Motor Freight Bureau 
Common Carrier 
Established in 1934, a Michigan corporation. 
I. C. C. Docket Nos. 30897 and 35628. 
Equipment 
Company owned: 250 tractors; 250 trail- 
ers. Leased: 400 tractors; 600 trailers. 
Total: 650 tractors; 850 trailers. All equip- 
ment modern and efficient. 
Association Memberships 
A.T.A.; Mich. T.A.; Ohio T.A.; Chambers 


of Commerce in principal cities served. 


Insurance 

All forms of insurance carried in companies 
authorized to do business in each state as 
required. 
Cargo: $10,000-$20,000; Public Liability, 
$25,000-$50,000; Property Damage, $5,000; 
Workingmen’s Compensation. 

Local Services and Facilities 
Grand Rapids: Local cartage. 
Chicago: Rail siding & dock at terminal. 
Detroit: Rail siding at terminal. 


Service Features 
Registering stations (electric time clocks) 
















every 100 miles or less. 
Teletype service. 


Insurance inspectors at every terminal. 
Highway Patrol System. 


Nightly wire reports on trucks in transit. 
C.O.D. deliveries accepted. 


Schedules and Extent of Service 


All schedules based on 2244 m.p.h. All 
schedules operated daily. Pick-up and 
delivery everywhere. 


Through lines and established connecting 
lines serve 7,600 points in the United States. 
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A, meng 

hali=a~| Wolverine Express, Inc. 
razor: “ae COMMON CARRIER—ICC Certificate No. 2998 

Established 1928 Incorporated (Mich. ) 1930 


| 659 W. Western Ave., Muskegon, Mich. 
Telephone—22-681 
B. F. Deyman, President 


_ George A. Johnson, General Manager 
TARIFF AGENCY, Central Mot. Frt. Assn., Chicago. 


| BRANCH OFFICES—Grand Haven, Oscar 
7 | Ehrmann (Tel.—526)., Chicago, 738 S. Clinton, 
GAN | Art Gerkie (Tel.—Wabash 4738). 


EQUIPMENT—31 Tractors, 22 Trailers. Trucks; 
17 open; 9 refrigerator. Total, 79 units—67 com- 
pany owned. 


| 
| INSURANCE-—Cargo, $10,000 and $5,000. 
| Public Liab. $50,000—$100,000. Property 
Dam., $50,000—$100,000 with additional $5,000 
$10,000. Workingmen’s Comp. 
ASSOCIATIONS—Mich. Truck. Assn.; 
Ind. Mot. Frt.; Chicago A. of A. 









































A.T.A.? 








= Wolverine Express, Inc. 





Silver Fleet of Memphis, Incorporated 


109 W. McLemore St. Memphis, Tenn. 
Teletype—595 Telephone—3-3626 
COMMON CARRIER 
(ICC Docket Nos. 5907, 3262, 41607, 59297) 


L. O. Williams, Traffic Manager 
TARIFF AGENCY: Southern Motor Carriers’ Rate Conf. 
EQUIPMENT: 75 Tractors; 4 open 
trucks. All company own 

INSURANCE: Cargo, $10,000 (Baltimore in 
ican) . . . Pub. Liab. and Prop. Dam., $10,000- 























MISSOURI 


(St. Louis-Memphis 
SOUTHBOUND—No 
service to intermediate 
points. 
NORTHBOUND—In- 
termediate points 
served with traffic 
originating at Memphis 
or south thereof. 


75 trailers; 








Tupelo-Jasper $25,000 and $5,000 (American Fire & Casualty Ci 
Taper sige, ei Inc.) . _*Workingmen’s Compensation. 
| mediate points. an in all locations and Employer's Liab. in 


Mississippi and Arkansas (American Mutual! Ins. Co.) 
POOL CAR DISTRIBUTION emphis, Bir- 
mingham, Little Rock, Jackson, Meridian. Rail 
minitited at Memphis terminal. 
age BRANCH OFFICES 
/St. Louis, 1135 So. Broad- 
-|way. G. Ker, (Ches. 6155) 
|Little Rock, 620 Izard St.. 
B. A. Burns. (Tel. 4-2323) 
|Birmingham, 1301 ist Ave., 
North, C. I. Wallace, 
|3-2293) 
New Orleans, 932 Maga- 
zine St., J. L. McCuller, 
(Ray. 7948) 


Jackson, 734 Monument 
Silver Fleet Ave., V. L. Grasiani, (Tel. 
of Memphis 4604) 

Meridian, 2721 6th St.. 
—_———JC.D. Marbury. (Tel. 665) 


| SPECIAL SERVICES: C.O.D. shipments accepted. 
| Complete Freight Service for lower Mississippi 
Valley on Schedule. Restrictions: Cannot accept 
lower than 3rd class freight for two line haul. 
SCHEDULES: Daily-overnight service in both 
directions: Memphis-St. Louis, |! hours; Mem- 

his-Little Rock, 44% hours; Memphis-Birming- 

am, 12 hours; Memphis-New Orleans, 18 hours; 
Memphis-Jackson, |! hours; Memphis-Meri- 
dian, 12 hours. 


ASSOCIATIONS: A.T.A.; Memphis Cham. of Com. 
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Motor Line Indexes Make Selection 
of Services Easy 






To simplify the finding of a service to fit any shipper’s requirements, 
two indexes have been prepared 








Alphabetical Index: When a specific company is wanted, refer to 
the alphabetical index. 





Index of Motor Transport Lines by Key Distribution Areas: 
This index enables the user to find the service or services available 
between any two points without resort to a complicated system of 
codes or cross references. Each motor transport line is listed under 
all of the key cities it serves. Before each listing is a symbol which 
shows the direction of the company’s service into and out of the city. 
The symbols, see first page of Motor Section, are simple and 
easy to use. 
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Dohrn Transfer Company 


coer ee ATED (ILL.) COMMON & Sp ay 2 CARRIER 
Established 1921 I. C. C. Docket No. 3308 


117 Twelfth Street, ROCK ISLAND, ILL. 


Telephone—Dial 3-3933 


A. H. LORENZEN, Pres. . H. DOHRN, Sec’y—Treas, 
Tariff Publishing Agencies 

Central Motor Frt. Ass'n Rate Bureau, Chicago, III. 

Central States Motor Frt. Bureau, Inc., Chicago, IIl. 

Indiana Motor Rate and Tariff Bureau, Indianapolis, Ind. 

Central and Southern Motor Frt. Tariff Ass'n, Louisville, Ky. 
Mid-Western Motor Frt. Tariff Bureau, Kansas <a" Mo. 

Mississippi Valley Motor Frt. Bureau, St. Louis, Mo. 

Sasneun Cannel otor Carriers Ass'n, New York City, N. Y. 

Intermountain Truck Tariff Bureau, Denver, Colo. 
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BRANCH OFFICES: 
Chicago, Ray Wheeler, Agt., 710 W. Taylor St. (Haymarket 0124). 
Galesburg, Floyd Grant, Agt., 240 S. Chambers St. (Main 4888). 
Kewanee, J. Savonski, Agt., 315 W. 5th St. (Tel.—122). 
Peoria, Dan Hartnett, Agt., 611 S. Washington St. (Tel.—4-5168). 
Rock Falls, P. V. Kortkamp, Agt., 300 Ave. A (Tel.—498). 
St. Louis, M. F. Jafvert, Agt., 601 Spruce St. (Chestnut 4660). 
EQUIPMENT: 40 tractors, 40 trailers; 12 van trucks. Total units 
92, all company owned. 
INSURANCE: Cargo, $10,000 (Great Am. Ins. Co., N.Y.) . . . Public 
Liability, $25,000 to $50,000; Property Damage, $5,000- $10,000 
(lowa Mutual Liab. Co.) . . . Workingmen’s Comp., for Missouri 
(Employers’ Mut. Liab., Wausau, Wis.) ; for Illinois (lowa Mut. Liab. Co). 
CHARACTER OF SERVICES: Common Carrier in interstate 
operations. Contract carrier in Illinois intrastate operations. 
LOCAL SERVICES: Galesburg—cartage; rail siding at terminal. 
SCHEDULES: Maintain direct overnight delivery to all cities served 
by this company. Running schedules between major points (both 
directions) as follows: 


Between Hours Between Hours Between Hours 
Kewanee-Tri Cities....4 Galesburg-Canton.....4 | Chicago-Rock Falls. ...6 
Mineral-Tri Cities ..4  Galesburg-Tri Cities... .4 Rock Falls-Rockford...4 
Kewanee-La Salle 4 alesburg-Burlington.. . 4 Rock Falls-Freeport....4 
Kewanee-Peoria .4  Galesburg-Kewanee... .4 Rock Falls-Lanark. ...- 4 
Tri Cities-Peoria.......8 | Galesburg-Macomb -6 Rock Falls-Morrison. ..2 
Tri Cities-St. Louis....8 | Keokuk-Macomb.. - Rock Falls-La Salle....4 
Galesburg- ar a oe oa 8 Macomb-Quincy 4 Tri Cities-Rock Falls...3 
Galesbur. 4 ock tee oa tl .6 ock Falls-Sycamore. .. 


CONNECTING. LINES: Connections are made with all registered truck operator 
entering our terminal cities. 


MEMBER: A.T.A.; Assns. of Com. in all terminal cities. 
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CENTRAL AND NORTHWEST 


INCORPORATED (Neb ) ° COMMON CARRIER 
Established 1917 On Time Transf er Co. ICC Docket No. 59840 


Wm. Pruner OMAH A, NEB. 1302 Izard St. 


Commercial Agent Tel.—Atlantic 4919 


INSURANCE: *Cargo, $10,000; *Pub* 
Liab., $10, 000-$20,000:; *Prop. Dam.» 
$5, 006; *Workm’n’s Comp. *Liquor 
J Transportation Bond, $10,000. 
TARIFF AGENCY: Central Mot. Frt. Assn. POOL CAR DIST.: At Omaha, Neb., lo- 
BRANCH OFFICES: Chicago, 2299 S. cated on Union Pacific trackage. Distri- 
Lumber St. (Canal 2206); Lincoln, 130 bution to out-state points by reliable con- 
N. 8th St. (Tel.-B-6224). necting lines. 
EQUIPMENT: 12 Tractors, 12 trailers ASSN.: OmahaC.ofC.-Mem. Transp. Com. 
refrigerator bodies); 20 trucks. 20 Years of Dependable Service. 


Gateway City Transfer Co. 
INCORPORATED (WIS.) COMMON AND CONTRACT CARRIER 
Established 1896 I.C.C. Dockets—80430 & 25550 
John F. McGrath LA CROSSE, WIS. 417-431 No. Third St. 
Vice-Pres. & Traf. Mgr. Teletype—27075 Telephone—179 & 199 


TARIFF AGENCIES: Wis. Motor Carriers Bur.; Central States Bur. 
Ada and Crookston 


{ma © Gateway City Transfer Co., Inc. 


Fargo we pPask Rapids ( Duluth, [AZ f. jj 
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BRANCH OFFICES: Chicago, 

3115 S. Wallace St. (Calumet 

4772); Milwaukee, 720 W. Vir- 

inia St. (Marquette ene | St. 
Paul, 366 Ferdi nand Ave. (Nes- 

tor 2806); Eau Claire, 429 
Gibson St. (Tel.—9833); Chip- 

pewa Falls, 818 High St. (Tel.— 

161); Winona, 76-78 E. 2nd St. 

(Tel.—3665); La Crosse, 417-431 N. LOCAL SERVICES: La Crosse—Pool 
3rd (Tel. 179). car dist.; cartage; rail siding; affiliated 
EQUIPMENT: 52 tractors, 25 semi- with Murphy Brothers arehouses. 
— 20 henaad trailers; Laem gad 9 Winona—Pool car dist.; cartage. 

Vv . 
INSURANCEs ACareo” $10,000-$25- SPECIAL SERVICES: C.O.D. collec- 
000 (Ins. Co. of No. Am.)... %Public tions. P. & D. included in rates. 
Liability, $25,000-$50,000, %Property AGENTS FOR: Universal Carloading 
“— ey — peor | Indemnity be -) & Distributing Company. 

; orkingmen’s Comp., complete 

coverage (Employers eatent at f Wausau, MEMBERS: A.T.A.; Assn. of Com.— 
Wis.) . . . Fidelity Bonds (Am. Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul. 

Bonding Co.). REFERENCE: Dun & Bradstreet. 
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I d (Wash.) Cc. 

Extablished 1918” Inland Motor Freight scc’bec. No. 39077 
Cecil Gray SPOKANE, WASH. _ S. 110 Sheridan St. 
Rate Agent Teletype—94 Phone—Riverside 3194 


TARIFF AGENCY: Inland Empire 
Mot. Frt. Bur., 337 Peyton Bldg., 
Spokane, Was 

BRANCH OFFICES 
Portland—100!1 S. E. Water Ave. 
Seattle—1565 Sixth Ave. S. 
Walla Walla—339 S. Second St. 
Lewiston—739 F St. 
CouleeCenter(CouleeDam, Wash.) 
Coeur d’ Alene—214Lake Side Ave. 
EQUIPMENT: 6 tractors, 36 trail- 
ers. Trucks, 74 van, 5 open, 2 
heavy duty. All company owned. 

: Cargo, *$5,000-$10,000; 

*Pub. Liab., $25,000-$50,000; 
*Pro _Dam.,$5, 000; *Emp.Liab. 


POINTS IN SPOKANE AREA not Sa 
served by us are served by carriers Portland ™ OOREGON Le Grande L 
THE TRAFFIC WOMO—CHICAGO 





operating from our terminal—one 


of best in U. S., all under one roof. 





Lee & Eastes 


Established 1923—COMMON CARRIER—I.C.C. Docket No. 2697 


Teletype Seatt $555; SEATTLE, WASH. 90 Dearborn St. 


F. K. Hedges, Traffic Manager Geo. V. Eastes, Manager 
TARIFF AGENCIES—Ore.-Wash. Frt. Bur.; Trans-Mountain Frt. Bur. 
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To Medford anda Eugene 
San Francisco hE 


BRANCH OFFICES: Portland, 100! quirement (Industrial, Wash. & Ore.: 
S. E. Water St. (East 2161); Tacoma, Great Lakes Casualty Co.) .. . C.O.D- 
303 So. 21st St. (Main 5811); Yakima, a $5,000 (Columbia Casualty 
= East B St. (Telephone-8158; Tele- Co.) . . . Also carry Employers Lia- 
pe-16); Wenatchee, 410So. Columbia bility and Manufacturers & Con- 
Sc P«(Telephone-6765; Teletype-14); El- tractors insurance. 
lensburg, 6th & Main Sts. : 
EQUIPMENT: 22 van trucks, 7 full- OVERRIGHT | SERVICE: | Time _of 
trailers. All company owned attle-Prosser, 8 hours; Seattle-We- 
INSURANCE: Cargo, $15,000 (Frank- natchee, 7 hours; Seattle-Tacoma— 
lin Fire Ins. Co.) . . . Public Liability, 2 trips daily. 
$50,000-$200,000 (Great Lakes Casualty 
Co.) . Property Damage, $100 de- MEMBERS: A.T.A.; Wash. Motor Frt. 
ductible (Globe & utgers Fire Ins. Co.) Assn.; Allied Truck Owners of Ore.; 
. . Workingmen’s Comp., state re- Pac. N.W. Rate Coord’g Bur. 


An Individual Map Makes Visual the Operations of Each Line 


This Guide has been prepared to provide traffic managers with con- 
veniently organized information about responsible motor transport 
lines. 


The use of uniformly designed individual maps that show graphically 
the character of each motor line’s operations makes possible these 
specific advantages to traffic managers: 
. The routes used and points served can be seen at a glance. 
. The routes over which intermediate local service is 
available can be immediately noted. 
. The routes over which only interstate operations are 


handled are clearly indicated. 


4. In case there are restrictions on the operations of any 
line a box noting these restrictions appears on the map. 


In brief, each map tells the story of the company’s operations so that 
its logical place in your distribution set-up can be quickly and 
readily determined. 


All companies in the Motor Section are outstanding in the 
areas they serve. The dependability of each has been investigated 
through six different and independent channels. These investigations 
utilize not less than twelve individual sources and sometimes as many 
as twenty-five. 
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SOUTH AND SOUTHWEST 


Monroe Transfer & Warehouse Co., Inc. 


Established 1925 


MONROE, LA. 


Incorporated (La.) 

. E. Dawson 
Vice Pres. & Gen. Mgr. 
TARIFF BUREAU 
So. West Tariff Bur. 


BRANCH OFFICES 

Shreveport, La. 

Telephone-4939 

Alexandria, La. 

Telephone-584 
EQUIPMENT: 12 tractors, 12 trailers. 
Trucks—4 van, | open, | heavy duty. 
All company owned. 
INSURANCE: *Cargo, $1,000-$5,000; *Pub. 
Liab., $10,000-$20,000; *Prop. Dam.. 
$5,000; Workm’n’s Comp. self-ins'd. 
LOCAL MONROE SERVICES: Consol. of cars; 
Rail siding 








Pool car dist.; Local cartage; 
at terminal; Warehouse. 
CONNECTIONS: With responsible lines at 
Alexandria, Shreveport, Monroe. 
ASSNS.: National Safety Coun.; A.W.A.; 


Common & Contract Carrier 


219 Walnut St. 
aman gion a 781 








Mayflower Whsemns. Assn. 


COM ON CARRIER 
'.C.C. Doc. No. 30012 


T.S.C. Motor Freight Lines 


Marion Martin HOUSTON, TEX. 
Pres. & Traffic Mgr. (P. O. Box 669) 


TARIFF AGENCY: S. W. Motor Frt. Bur. 
BRANCH OFFICES: Houston, Beau- 
mont, New Orleans. 

EQUIPMENT: 23 tractors, 22 trailers, | 
refrigerator trailer; 31 van trucks. All 
company owned. 

POOL CAR DIST.: Houston, Beaumont. 


New Orleans, Baton Rouge, Galveston. 


SCHEDULES: 
Noon & night 
—Houston- 
Beaumont, 
Houston-Port 
Arthur. Over- 
night — Hous- 
ton - New Or- 
leans & inter- 
mediate points. 


Comp.; 


MEMBER: Tex. Mot. 


TEXAS LAKE 
BEAUMONT 


COMMON CARRIER 
ICC Docket No. 29988 


Lawrence Cohen, Manager 


Felix Cohen, Traffic Manager 


Branch Offices and Agencies 


NEW YORK-—Spector Motor Service, Inc. 
516 W. 25th St. (Telephone—Pennsylvania 6-8075 & 76) 


CLEVELAND—Camp Freight Lines. 
1277 E. 40th St. (Telephone—Endicott 3900) 


DETROIT—Standard Freight Lines, Inc. 
3233 Michigan Ave. (Telephone—Lafayette 0330) 


CHICAGO—Denver-Chicago Trucking Co. 
401 N. Ogden Ave. (Telephone—Seeley 0330; Teletype 1092) 


ST. LOUIS—Denver-Chicago Trucking Co. 
740 S. Seventh St. (Telephone—Central 0441; Teletype 146) 


LOS ANGELES—Denver-Los Angeles Trucking Co. 
1201 E. Fifth St. (Telephone—Michigan 4882; Teletype 101) 


MILWAUKEE—Yule Truck Lines, Inc. 
448 E. Bruce St. (Telephone—Marquette 7356) 


INCORPORATED (Tex.) 
Established 1931 


710 Walnut St. 

Tel.-Preston 7191 
INSURANCE: %Cargo, $10,000; *Pub- 
Liab., $10/10,000 excess to $15/40,000; 
*Prop. Dam., $5,000; *Workm’n’s 
*C.O.D. Bonds, $1,000 Tex., 
$3,000 La.; * Employees’ Bonds. 


Transp. Assn.; 
Com. Car. Mot. Fgr. Assn. 


® BATON ROUGE 


Central Freight Lines, Inc. 





FORT WORTH 


Common Carrier--1. C. C. Doc. No. 30867 
Established 1925 


220 S. 2nd St., WACO, TEX. 
W. W. Callan, President 
TARIFF AGENCY: S. W. Motor Frt. Bur., Inc. 


BRANCH OFFICES: Austin, Dallas, Ft. 
Worth, Houston, San Antonio. 


EQUIPMENT: 21 tractors, 23 trailers; 
Trucks, 35 van, 9 open. All —Tt 
owned and the terminals operated b 
the company. 

INSURANCE: Cargo, $10,000; Public 
Liab., $20,000-$40,000; Property Dam- 
age, $5,000; Workmen's Comp. 
SPECIAL SERVICES: Pool car distribu- 
tion by Central Forwarding Inc., an 
affiliate, at all points listed on this map, 


MEMBER: Com. Car. Motor Frt. Ass'n. 


DALLAS 








Red Arrow Freight Lines 


INCORPORATED (TEX.) COMMON CARRIER 
Established 1928 I.C.C. Doc. No. 2226 
801 Richey St., HOUSTON, TEX. 
Telephone—C-2291 
R.F.Sanford, Secy.-Traffic Mgr. 
TARIFF AGENCY: S.W. Mtr. Frt. Bur., Inc. 
BRANCH OFFICES: Dallas, Waco, San Antenio, 
Austin, Corpus Christi, McAllen, Harlingen. 
EQUIPMENT: 40 Tractors, 40 trailers; 30 
van trucks. All company owned. 
INSURANCE: Cargo, $10,000; Pub. Liab. 
$25,000-$50,000; Prop. Dam., $5,000; 
Workm’n’s Comp. coverage as interurban 
frt. carrier; C. O. D. Bond, $5,000; Super 
heavy or oversize bond, $5,000; Shippers 
Order Notify shipments “also bonded. 
LOCAL SERVICES: Pool Car Dist.—Hous- 
ton, Dallas, Austin, San Antonio, Corpus 
Christi, Harlingen. Rail Sidings at 
Terminals—Houston, Corpus hristi, 
Harlingen, Austin. 
SCHEDULES: Daily overnight service. 
MEMBER: A.T.A.; Tex. Motor Transp. Assn. 








Denver-Chicago Trucking Company 


Home Office 


DENVER, COLORADO 
1351 Twelfth Street 


Telephone—Tabor 3347—Telet ype— 


ESTABLISHED 1931 
A Partnership 


Tariff Publishing Agency 


Intermountain Truck Tariff Bureau 
-484 
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Equipment 
Tractors 25, trailers 25. Trucks, van 5; open 5. All 
equipment company owned. 


Insurance 
* Cargo — $10,000-$20,000 (Harmonia Fire Ins. Co. of 
Buffalo). *Public Liability — $10,000-$40,000 (Com- 
mercial Standard Ins. Co.). *Property Damage — 
$5,000 (Commercial Standard Ins. Co.). Workingmen’s 


Compensation—(Group insurance). 


Service Features 
Daily direct service between all points as shown. Con- 
nections from all terminals to all points. 
Through rates on file with the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. Tariff furnished on request free of charge. 








